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  [ Press-cuttings round-up ]

* USA: Child Protective Disservices
* UK/EU: Internet law 'will protect criminals'
* UK: Straw pushes for new limit on jury trials
* NSPCC hopes to double paedophile investigation squads
* UK Shopping: Princesses to head for Girl Heaven
* UK Movie News: "Gregory's 2 Girls" features teacher-pupil sex
* Australian Movie News: The verdict on Lolita: it's good
* Book/research note



USA:
---------------------------------------------------------
                        
  _Child Protective Disservices_ 

                In a legal case recently given national
notoriety by WorldNetDaily [http://www.worldnetdaily.com],
the Utah Department of Child and Family Service (DCFS) has
been served with a $500 million lawsuit which alleges the
agency routinely violates the constitutional rights of the
very families it is commissioned to serve. The cause of
this gross crime, the plaintiffs contend, is the state's
long term addiction to federal subsidies.

This is a case worth watching, for the problem is not
unique to Utah.

Unfortunately, state family and social service agencies in
all 50 states have made it a habit to grovel at the feet of
the federal trough for their annual share of "free"
dollars. The result of subservience to radical federal
guidelines and Supreme Court decisions is not surprising.
The dilemma is not new; though it is getting worse.  
In approaching the issue, we do so with sensitivity to the
deep commitment and sincere desire for good of the ordinary
social worker. They don't make the rules; they live by
them. But, nonetheless, they - like all of us - need to become
more aware of how far their tactics and guidelines have
strayed from the Bill of Rights. A few common examples
contrasted with the Constitution, should suffice:

1. The Fourth Amendment of the Constitution reads: "The
right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses,
papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and
seizures, shall not be violated, and no warrants shall be
issued but upon probable cause, supported by oath or
affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be
searched, and the person or things to be seized." Child and
Family Services, however, without the sworn affidavits
which legitimize warrants, can enter any home without a
warrant, based upon any unsubstantiated tip, from any
source, and search the entire home, looking for almost
anything.   

But requiring sworn oaths of accusation, is a principle
full of wisdom and worth defending, for it holds the
witness accountable in case of false testimony, which in
turn reduces the risk and the volume of frivolous or
vindictive accusations, which ultimately protects the
rights of the innocent.

 2. Consistent with this sensible Fourth Amendment
protection, is the Sixth Amendment right to for "the
accused...to be confronted by the witnesses against him."
Yet, DCFS violates this inalienable right by mandating
witness anonymity. By eliminating the right to confront
accusers, citizens are open to every cheap shot in the
dark, every ill inspired accusation under the sun.

Dishonesty becomes encouraged - for who should fear to lie
when the defense has no right to know the origin of the
charge, and thus no power to interrogate the accuser under
oath?

3. The result: Approximately 87 percent of charges received
by social services, so say their own national statistics,
are proven unsubstantiated upon initial investigation, and
more are afterwards. In the process, thousand upon
thousands of good parents are unjustly put through hell.
But it doesn't end there.

4. Proved innocent or not, Child and Family Services
forever keeps all charges on file, subject to be reopened
and reconsidered, anytime any new charge, by any person,
even the same person, accuses them again of any crime - a
direct violation of the Fifth Amendment guarantee that "no
person shall be subject for the same offence to be held in
double jeopardy."

5. The Fifth Amendment guarantees that "no person...[may]
be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due
process of law." Due process, is a right because, among
other reasons, natural law assumes that anyone accused of a
crime is innocent until proven guilty in a court of law.
And yet social workers routinely confiscate children before
guilt has been established in a court of law, thus turning
this right on its head to fit the Napoleonic Codes
principle of "guilty until proven innocent."

Under this scheme, first the child is taken away, which we
may call the sentence, and then the parent goes to court to
see if this sentence will be permanent, after guilt or
innocence is finally established. What untold misery,
permanent damage, and possible manipulation of the child
may occur during this separation !

6. Connected to the right of due process is the Sixth
Amendment right that "the accused shall be informed of the
nature and cause of the accusation."  The Utah lawsuit
claims that children have often been removed from homes
prior to any formal notification to parents that they have
been charged with any crime. And while, a strategic removal
of a child from a home to a safe shelter, either before the
presentation of charges, or before the establishment of
guilt, has historically taken place in cases of clear and
present danger, there are too many examples where children
have been arbitrarily abducted by immature or misguided
workers, even for such ridiculous charges as a messy house.

 7. These abridgments of the Bill of Rights and others
unmentioned have been facilitated by one key violation of
the Constitution, a violation committed by Congress. It is
the fact that they created a federal agency that is an
unelected, unaccountable executive body, with the power to
create volumes of statute law and guidelines, which carry
the force of law, in clear contempt of Article 1 of the
Constitution which grants legislative power to the elected
body of Congress only. This flagrant abdication of their
responsibility, of putting into the hands of an executive
cabinet legislative powers, some judicial powers, and the
power to invade what was Constitutionally the prerogative
of state governments, was to concentrate all power in
one - the very definition of tyranny. We need to find better
solutions.

Everyone, should agree, child advocacy and the plight of
the poor are just causes, but if we wish to pass on the
legacy of freedom we and our forefathers have enjoyed, then
their plight must be addressed within the bounds of
constitutional law, and with due respect to man's
inalienable rights.

http://www.realmensch.com - April

---------------------------------------------------------



UK:
---------------------------------------------------------   

April 4th 1999
    
European curbs on records of Net use and mobile-phone
calls will hamper the police

_Internet law will protect criminals_

  POLICE say that when new European laws are implemented
this summer it will be almost impossible to catch high-tech
criminals who use the Internet and mobile phones to plan
crimes. 

The European telephone directive will make it illegal for
telephone companies and Internet Service Providers (ISPs)
to keep records of a customer's use of the Net and his
mobile phone unless the information is needed for billing. 
With the proliferation of free Net accounts and pre-paid
mobile phones this would mean tracking consumers' use of
such services would be illegal because no bills are
involved. A criminal could contest any intelligence the
police gained, arguing that it was a breach of the Data
Protection Act 1998. 

Keith Akerman is head of the computer crime unit at the
Association of Chief Police Officers (Acpo). He believes
that if fully ratified in Britain, the new laws would
hamper police attempts to combat criminals by analysing
their use of the Net and cellphones. He is planning,
through Acpo, to raise the issue with the Home Office
before the new laws come into effect. 

"The new laws would have a huge impact on intelligence
gathering," he says. "They are far from helpful for both
the police and the person being asked to pass over
information. There are many areas of doubt in the new act
that will require clarification. 

"If the law is fully ratified it will be very regrettable
indeed. I don't want to be seen giving out advice to
criminals, but anyone looking at the new law - if it is
ratified - will be given a pretty clear idea of how to plan
and execute crimes without the police being able to do much
to stop them." 

At the moment police can take advantage of Section 28 of
the Data Protection Act to require an ISP or mobile-phone
operator to pass on details about a suspect. With an
inspector's signature on a standard form, officers can find
out what Net sites and newsgroups a suspect has visited. 
[ Note: Not valid if the ISP is also a telecom, and free 
web-mail like HotMail does not log IP addresses. It has been
predicted for more than a year now that the UK police's
ad-hoc bullying of smaller ISPs into divulging user detials
would fall foul of the new EU regulations. ] If any 
of the suspect's recent e-mail or newsgroup postings are 
still stored by the ISP, these can also be read. However, 
police normally obtain a warrant first.

The same form can be used to ask a mobile-phone operator to
supply details of people a suspect has called and from
where. This can prove where a person was at the time of a
crime and whether he has called people he claims not to
know. [ Note: in the UK we have pre-paid mobile phones
which can be had for cash in a range of stores, without
having to produce ID. ]

Police forces across the country have come to rely on such
details and are worried the new laws will close down a
useful source of information. They are also concerned
because the new proposals are confusing even the experts.

Phil Jones, a telecommunications expert at the Data
Protection Registrar, says: "The new rules are tricky
because they make a distinction between traffic data and
billing data, yet don't clarify what this means. 
"It can be very difficult to separate billing and traffic
data because sometimes they can be seen as related. What is
certainly true is that telecommunications companies will
not be able to keep records as they have done without
having good reasons to justify it.

"For example, if I am using a pre-paid mobile phone, then
what reason could the telephone operator possibly have for
logging the calls I make and from where?

"Similarly, with the Net, if I am not being charged for my
browsing time by my ISP, what right would they have to
store information on sites I have visited? They would not
have any legitimate reason to track where I had been and
what I had looked at.

"The only way I can see mobile-phone operators or, more
likely, ISPs keeping data about users that the police could
later request is if they attach conditions to their free
services. An ISP could say, for example, that in return for
free Net access it will collect data about customers'
browsing patterns for marketing purposes.

"However, they would have to make it clear to customers
what data will be held about them and the fact that the
police could legitimately request to see that information.
They would almost certainly need to get customers to sign a
consent form."

Jones admits that the high priority attached to online
privacy means that most ISPs would be unwilling to act as
the police's eyes and ears. Their customers would see them
as snoops.

The police and security forces are also concerned about
encryption technology that makes it hard for them to decode
intercepted messages. They had been urging the Department
of Trade and Industry to push through measures that would
have required Net users to store with a third party the
keys that are used to decode e-mail. This company could
then be called on to decipher messages.

The proposed measures were seen as too draconian. The DTI
is now proposing a new offence in measures that will
almost certainly be put before the Commons later this year.
These will make it illegal not to show deciphered messages
to a police officer with a warrant.

The consultation period on the DTI's e-commerce bill ended
on Thursday. Critics are angry that the government dropped
its unpopular "key escrow" policy but then gave only three
weeks, instead of the normal eight, to allow interested
parties to comment on new proposals.

The DTI claims the short consultation period was essential
if the e-commerce bill is to be read in the Commons before
the end of the year. Critics, however, have accused the
government of trying to rush through a "broken back" piece
of legislation without properly consulting computer users. 

Sources report the following suggestions were made to
the DTI on the Internet crime-prevention issue:

  +  reform of section 18 of the Police and Criminal 
  Evidence Act and changes to IOCA
  +  greater emphasis on traffic-analysis (who talks to who)
  in police intelligence gathering 
  +  hackers being authorised to plant trojan viruses 
  ("sleeper viruses" which are not destructive, but pass
   on information when active) in a target computer
  +  an international treaty banning anonymous re-mailers
  +  a unique identifying number for all internet users

-------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Those last three seem to display the desperate "grabbing
    for straws" that some are doing.  If people are worried
    about trojan virii then then should get a copy of the
    excellent Windows trojan-sniffer _Lockdown 2000_ v2.5 ]



UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

3rd April 1999

_Straw pushes for new limit on jury trials_

The Home Secretary has decided to push ahead with 
plans to restrict defendants' right to a trial by 
jury. The Government will introduce legislation 
later this year, The Independent has learnt. 
 
He has yet to decide which of four options set 
out in a consultation paper last year would be 
included in a Bill.

"The status quo is not an option. We are aiming and 
hoping for legislation this parliament," said a 
senior Home Office source. 

Due to a lack of parliamentary time, a Bill outlining 
the changes is unlikely to be brought forward before 
the Queen's Speech at the end of the year. However, the 
Bill will certainly be on the statute book before the 
next general election.

When the proposals were first publicised last September, 
an alliance of civil liberties groups and lawyers 
attacked them as "ill considered". The Bar, the Law 
Society, Liberty, backbench Labour MPs and the Access 
to Justice pressure group warned the measures would 
undermine a fundamental tenet of British justice.

-------------------------------------------------------------

  [ One of the main offences involved would be so-called
    'indecent assualt' ]



UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

23rd March 1999

Money raised from the NSPCC's controversial campaign against
child cruelty to date will be used to double the number of
paedophile investigation units in the UK.

There are currently half a dozen such units under the
auspices of the NSPCC. The charity is the only organisation 
in the country with the right to investigate cases of 
"organised" child abuse. 

In conjunction with the police, this includes the power to 
search premises for child pornography material, including 
computer data. Although there are no specific investigations 
into Internet child abuse, a spokesperson said it was 
"something we are looking into" and conceded the charity 
may get involved in such investigations in the future.

The charity hopes to raise 250m UK pounds through its 
hard-hitting TV and poster adverts.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Shopping news:
-------------------------------------------------------------

April 4th 1999

_Princesses to head for Girl Heaven_

  GIRL POWER reaches new heights this week with the launch
of a chain of shops aimed squarely at the purses of
little girls.
 
Girl Heaven opens its powder-pink doors on Tuesday at the
giant Bluewater shopping centre in Kent. If the shop takes
off then its founders, Vivienne Pringle and Judy Lever,
plan to open 50 nationwide. They already have a site lined
up in the northwest and hope to have at least two more
stores open before Christmas.

"We are trying to create an environment where the little
girl is queen," said Lever. "The store will have thousands
of items ranging from 25p to 70 UK pounds - from stationery 
and soft toys to clothes and bags."

The store will also offer a "princess makeover" where
shoppers can have their daughters dressed as a princess and
photographed on a throne. Other features include staff
demonstrating the latest dance steps and a hair-braiding
and make-up section.

Pringle and Lever were the driving force behind Blooming
Marvellous, a children's wear and maternity wear company
that now has sales of 4.3m UK pounds. The first shop will 
be financed from Blooming Marvellous's profits but the pair
are also looking for venture capital.

The original inspiration came from Pringle's 13-year-old
son who dreamt up the idea with his little sister in mind.
The business partners were so taken with the concept that
they immediately began working on plans to open a chain of
shops.

"As a concept we think it should have wide appeal," said
Lever. "There are a lot of little girls out there and at
the moment they don't really have their own shop."

-------------------------------------------------------------




UK movie news:
-------------------------------------------------------------

April 4th 1999

_Gregory's new girl loses her innocence_ 
  
  THE original [movie] oozed young romance and bitter-sweet 
comedy. But the long-awaited sequel to the hit film Gregory's 
Girl starts with a dream sex sequence between a male teacher 
and a 15-year-old pupil. 

The actor John Gordon Sinclair, who played gawky but
charming Gregory in the first film, has turned into a
35-year-old with a lust for a teenage girl in the
follow-up. Gregory's 2 Girls opens with Gregory in a sexual
encounter with the pupil in the school's shower block while
the headmaster and police batter on the door.

The scene is expected to cause a storm of controversy, not
just because audiences will be dismayed at Gregory's
transformation into an adult with a dark side. It will also
be attacked for presenting a classroom taboo as
entertainment.

Liz Lochhead, the poet and playwright, has seen an early
cut of Gregory's 2 Girls. "It does shock you," she said.
"You go, 'Oh my God, what is going on here?' But it's a
dream and that makes you laugh. The film is, of course,
about that - it's definitely about Gregory's forbidden
desires - but I think that's wonderful... The whole film
is about him trying to run away from his own desires."

The original film, made almost 20 years ago, became a
classic for its innocent charm and offbeat sense of humour.

According to one insider, an early script of Gregory's 2
Girls had several sex scenes, including the opening fantasy
and a later sequence in which Gregory and the girl
consummate their relationship. He said the script made a
point of stressing that the girl was underage.

The film is directed by Bill Forsyth, who also directed
Gregory's Girl. The Scottish Arts Council gave it a lottery
grant of 1m UK pounds with the rest of the 3.3m UK pounds 
budget provided by Film Four. Forsyth has refused to talk to 
the press since starting work on the film, which was fraught 
with difficulties and personality clashes, and went over 
budget and over schedule.

Jenny Attala, the Arts Council's film officer, attended a
screening of the proposed final version. "I think it's a
meditation on middle-aged men and their continuing problems
with sexuality," she said.

On the question of the pupil's age, she said: "One
character suggests she's 15 and Gregory says she's 16." The
girl was played by a 16-year-old actress, Carly Mackinnon. 

Liz Lochhead, the poet and playwright, saw a rough cut of
the film last autumn at a private screening for Forsyth's
friends in Glasgow. She calls it his best work yet. "It has
the charm of Gregory's Girl and the melancholy of Comfort
and Joy and, like Local Hero, it has big sweeping things to
say about Scotland. It's an immensely sad and painful film
too, but very, very funny. I think the best word to
describe the film is sore." 

Chris Young, the film's producer promises a release soon. 
"It's a stunning return to form," he says. "It is what you 
might call late Bill Forsyth: a mature, adult film, the 
work of a serious artist."

In June 1996, Forsyth submitted the script of his Gregory's
Girl sequel to the Scottish Film Production Fund (SFPF) 
with a view to securing lottery funding. The fund turnedh
him down and withheld judgment on the application. This 
decision was later overridden by the Scottish Arts Council, 
who held final say on lottery funds, instructing that 
Gregory's 2 Girls be awarded 1m UKP, supplementing the 2m UKP
invested by Channel 4. 

Shooting finished in July last year.  There is no release 
date set for _Gregory's 2 Girls_. 

------------------------------------------------------------




Australian movie-news:
------------------------------------------------------------

30th March 1999

The verdict on Lolita: it's good

 FINALLY, Lolita has screened in Melbourne. I went to see
it with some trepidation. So often, when the censorship
struggle flares, the offending work turns out to be a dud,
and the small victory of being able to judge the work for
oneself seems rather hollow. But Lolita, thank goodness, is
a good and important film, worthy of the attention it has
generated and worthy of the trouble its distributors have
gone to.

 It does not glamorise or normalise child sexual abuse.
That concern will die away quickly for all but the most
mechanically minded viewers. In fact, comparing this film
with Vladimir Nabokov's novel and with Stanley Kubrick's
1962 film, it charts far more clearly the disastrous
development of events as they affect Lolita herself.

 It is an unexpected joy to see how Adrian Lyne has grown
as a director after two decades of thin and sometimes
cheaply cynical films. His most famous work, Fatal
Attraction, was less of a film than the mean-spirited
scratching of a misogynistic itch. And his most recent
effort, Indecent Proposal, was as wooden as they come. But
somehow he found his heart as a film maker and he put it
into Lolita.

 The most volatile material, of course, is the seduction.
Lolita is a troubling story because it creates uncertainty
about who is seducing whom. In Lyne's film, 14-year-old
actress Dominique Swain gives a startlingly nuanced
performance as a girl discovering the tools of sexual power
and putting them to their first, sometimes clumsy, use. She
watches the effect on her stepfather, Humbert Humbert
(Jeremy Irons), as she holds his gaze just a tad too long.
She sits in her chair in a childish way that shows too much
leg. Perhaps, at first, it is naivete.

 In one gripping scene, the two of them sit on the porch
together, with her mother alongside. Lolita is all childish
play, swatting him with her Barbie doll and popping gum
bubbles. Her leg brushes lightly against Humbert's. He is
electrified. She decides to see how far she can push things.

 Is this the kind of thing we want to see? Lolita is not
entirely passive, powerless, sexless or innocent. But
should we be surprised? Think back. We do not become sexual
beings all of a sudden, at the age of 18. Nor at the age of
16, or 12. The thread of sexuality, of power, interest and
desire, runs from birth through to death.

 Childhood and adolescence is all about testing the
boundaries, experimenting with danger one moment,
retreating the next into a safer, younger self. Kids form
crushes, they flirt with teachers and try to wrap parents
around their fingers. But crucially, they expect adults
will be the ones to know the boundaries. They trust and
need adults to protect them from the fire they play with.

 Lolita plays with fire, and Humbert betrays her utterly.
His behavior seems anything but normal. Humbert's is a sick
love. But what is interesting is how his love serves as a
metaphor for other sorts of bad love. He seizes and
controls her, grasping for something abstract, something
that has little to do with her as a person. In a frenzy, he
ignores the damage he is doing.

 This is where Lyne's film distinguishes itself. It
includes more of Humbert's narratorial voice from the book
than did Kubrick's, and much of the early story is
presented in the manner of Humbert's account, apologetic
yet seeking easy exculpation.

 What is new about this? Everything disturbing in the film
is already present in the novel. Lolita is shocking not
because it concerns itself with child abuse or incest, but
because it shows a child as a sexual being, and worse, it
does so in the context of her sexual abuse.

 Great drama gives us a dose of complexity. Tragedy deals
with the aberrant and the extreme. The ancient Greeks
managed to look at incest, patricide and madness without
losing their moral compass. We still feel for Humbert, both
in the novel and the film. I have never seen Jeremy Irons
so radiant, as he chases his memory of adolescent love,
frozen in time - or so crushed. But few movie-goers - and
few juries - would excuse his actions.

 Much is made of the graphic nature of film. But
significantly there is very little sex in Lyne's Lolita.
There has been talk of "explicit" scenes which required a
double for Dominique Swain, but this double appears only
once, in a brief naked quarrel. This is no titillation for
paedophiles. It is sensitive, piercing human tragedy and,
both as a response to a great work and in its own right, a
vigorous and moving film.

------------------------------------------------------------



Book/research note:
------------------------------------------------------------

17th March 99

_BOYS' SELF-ESTEEM DEPENDS ON 'HIGHLY INVOLVED MEN'_

FORGET the sensitive New Man and his lager-fuelled opposite, the New
Lad. A newer and more positive masculine role model has emerged - the
Highly Involved Man (HIM). He is a key factor in building the
self-esteem and success of boys, according to a report published on
Tuesday. It is the quality of his relationship with the man in his
life which marks out the supremely confident boy from his peers. The
man doesn't have to live with him, he doesn't even have to be Dad, but
he does have to take an interest. Nine out of 10 British boys with a
Highly Involved Man in their life were in the top 25 per cent
of achievers in the survey, while boys at the bottom tend to have
semi-detached fathers who tell them that "boys don't cry".

The most socially successful boys are now the ones who confide in
their parents, think that "equality is a good thing", don't think
"boys have to be hard to survive", and expect to take equal
responsibility for their children. These are the "leading lads" -
young men with plenty of what the researchers call "can do" which
allows them to tackle life with enthusiasm.

The report, "Tomorrow's Men", by Adrienne Katz, Ann Buchanan and
Jo-Ann Brinke, follows on from their 1997 study of girls, entitled
"Can Do Girls - A Barometer of Change".

[...]
------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ 1. Some time ago it was asked if ASGL-L could be done in
     a PGP version.  It can, technically, but I'm not sure that
     it would be that useful in security terms, and may be more
     likely to draw attention to your e-mail than plain text.
     I would, however, be willing to do a ROT-13 coded ASGL-L
     if more than eight or so people want it.

     2. New thread: April's Fools day jokes played by / on 
     your girls, and girl's hoaxing in general ? ]



'Mach I' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi people

Two months are already gone since my last contact with Val. Her lunatic 
mother really doesn't want me to see her anymore. She wasnt explicit 
telling me this but I understood by her attitude. 

Anyway I have very good news. My 9 yr-old son has a new friend, Kathy. 
She is also 9 yr.-old and is a cute skinny and longhaired girl. She 
lives in my neighborhood with her mother and her older brother. They 
recently came from another state after her mother divorced for the 
second time. She said her mom isn't nice to her and her brother 
mistreats her. Although her dad is nice to her, she sees him only once 
or twice a year. Her mom works everyday and on weekends she leaves early 
in the morning returning late at night leaving Kathy alone with her 
silly brother.

I had a nice surprise two weeks ago when my son invited Kathy to sleep 
over. I played with them all the time and she was very happy. When I 
gave her some attention and affection, she accepted it and became 
attached to me. Last week she came again but now she approaches and hugs 
me so spontaneously that my wife commented surprised: I noticed that 
children love you, especially girls!
 
I'm starting to be attached to her too. I asked her mother to let her 
sleep over every weekend, so she can have some fun instead of being 
locked in her house. So far she accepted. I thing I'll have much to say 
for my next posts. She is a perfect girl for a GL and I'll try to make 
all I can to make her happy.

I see this society going into a paradox. More and more couples are 
getting married, having babies and divorcing soon, leaving their 
children unattended and neglected. They are needy of attention and 
affection. When a child-lover approaches and naturally comforts them, 
they react very positively. We could counterbalance the deficiency this 
society created but instead, we are still considered perverts. There 
will be day child-lovers will be accepted as a solution and not a threat 
anymore. I am starting to see a light for the future. Nature is wise and 
has its self-control. 

--

To 'Sihme':

I agree that pedophilia is not exactly a sexual orientation. Would it be 
anything related to our instinct of protection and affinity to the 
defenseless ones? Maybe we are more sensitive than the average and 
showing love to children is something pure and highly emotive. When I 
embrace an LG I feel like protecting her from the world outside. Its a 
wonderful and unique sensation.

Its natural for any living creature to protect their offspring. We, 
human beings are not different. We just add emotions to it at different 
degrees according to each one of us. Again, a GL extrapolates the 
average, as well as there are people that simply hate children (its sad 
but true). We are devoted to them and thats all. I can't see how male 
boy-lovers and male girl-lovers are identical except for the gender. It 
seems that boy-lovers are more involved in homosexual activities.

Another issue you came up with was the attempt to justify your pedophile 
origin. Many of us could find something in our childhood that could have 
ignited our interest toward kids but its quite obscure. I don't find in 
myself anything that pointed me out the direction I followed. It just 
happened to be like that and I am enjoying it. 

Take care 

'Mach I'
------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Daveboy' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

'Corman' wrote:
>Well, I must go.  As a side note, my wife and I are having a
>baby soon.  I hope it is not a girl.

'Desire' responded:
>Why? Don't you trust yourself?

'Corman' replied:
>Most decidedly not.  I have an incredibly hard time separating 
>love and sexuality when I am shown affection by little girls.

If I can throw my 'Two Penn'rth' [six cents'] in here...

I too had those fears 20+ years ago when our 'first' was born.
( daughter, grown up now ) but when she was young I never, ever 
thought of her in a sexual way, in fact, during this period of my 
life, I found that having my own LG to cuddle, and love 'as a 
father', was almost enough.

I say 'almost' because, I still found that I was attracted to LGs.

I have to admit, I miss that inocent interaction and now seek 
'friendships' with other LGs again.

But your fear, Corman, (I think) is unfounded... of course, I don't 
know your personal circumstances. But I'm sure that a true LG lover
would never do anything to hurt an LG, especialy his own.

I believe 'Lynn' (another 'old timer' marriage-wise) made a similar 
point a few posts ago.

I know I'm stating the obviouse, but it sure would be better if we
could all talk in 'real time' here, it's so frustrating stretching
comments over 'weeks' like this...

'Daveboy'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello,

I have a question I've been meaning to ask, but I keep
forgetting to. I didn't forget today. We read
contributors' comments often about frustrations with
parents and other adults in gl peruits. There has also
been a recent discusion about one of us who will be
having a child soon. I wonder for those of you who have
children, specifically little girls, or those who one
day wish to, would you allow your daughter(s) to have
the sort of relationship we often speak of with a
fellow gl? If yes, how far would you let that
relationship progress, dating?, romantic kissing?,
sex?
 
'Rasputin's Dog'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Flickorna' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Thanks 'Rasputin's Dog'. _Digging to China_ sounds like a good 
movie. I hope I get to see it.

--

'Sihme' wrote:
>it's as though sometime in the past a seed was planted in my
>psyche, and it slowly grew, beyond the threshold of
>perception, gradually taking control of aspects of my
>personality, including sexuality.

I wrote a poem a few years ago about that seed you talk about:


_The Seed_

 There's a seed that was put inside me and it began to grow.
 It's fun but it's also scary because I don't know where it will go.
 It can only grow to a certain point and then it will start to be cut
 but cutting you see will be painful to me and I don't know where why or 
 what...
 is happening to me. Is it wonderful?
 I'm scared to be hurt but I'm scared to be uneventful.


>In order to realise it, even
>though the sight of little girls had been turning me on for
>years, it took a great leap of thought. I'm sure many of you
>are aware of how much of a leap it can be...

For me it wasn't one big leap but a lot of small leaps. But my 
pedophilia was never "unknown" to me, but I wouldn't have thought to 
consider myself a pedophile when I was 16 and feeling attracted to 
an 11 year old. It just didn't occur to me to use that word.

>Another unusual thing is the degree to which I find adult
>women attractive.  Before I had realised myself, adult
>women were still quite attractive to me, however now
>(which is four years down the line) their attractiveness,
>which ONLY has a sexual quality, whilst still there, is
>dwarved by the attractivenness of little girls. When it comes
>to the emotional side of things, what women offer isn't
>even perceivable to me, it's a blank, and I don't feel
>anything.

I used to be more attracted to young adult women than I am now. I still 
find them attractive sometimes but I no longer feel like I have crushes 
on them. The desire to make love with them is very small now.

>I was doing a mental exercise this morning, to try and
>imagine a situation where my desire was satisfied. I
>imagined closer and closer intimacy with a little girl, and
>even when I imagined being both as physically and
>emotionally close to the vision of my perfect girl as possible, 
>I still felt strongly "This is not close enough". The only way I 
>can see to become closer still would have been to 'become' the
>little girl, and the thought of this, although difficult to
>maintain, seemed to be on the mark, for I felt a kind of
>peace, a peace without a longing for something more.

I would be satisfied with close intimacy with a little girl if it was 
the right girl. Wouldn't you? I understand your desire to be a little 
girl. I've strongly wanted to be a girl since I was just 2 years old! 
And it's still a deep desire of mine. But that doesn't mean I can't get 
satisfaction from intimacy with a little girl.

>I also had the thought today, that in all my interactions with
>children, I've never reached what I would call the 'limits of
>society'. By this I mean that I've never gotten into trouble
>from parents or teachers or whatever. So then I thought
>"well, what are they? where do they lie?" and decided to
>find out. So I'm going to keep pushing it until I reach it, or
>at least until I see it in the distance! So far I've got nothing
>but smiles from parents and teachers. Of course, I'm not
>going to break the law, I'm not doing anything illegal, but
>from what I've read it seems that people will tolerate
>somewhat less than the law, so I think I'm safe (however in
>my case this still remains to be proven). All this paranoia
>comes not from real experience but probably from the
>media, and may be illusion, and it's that which I want to
>know.

Contrary to what you just said, I think that people will often tolerate 
more than the law. It's my understanding that one can become a sex 
offender quite easily. All you have to do is touch a little girl's chest 
or a child's ass and the police will be happy to finger print you and 
see that you are put away. I think that most people would not want to 
make such a big deal about these small kinds of advances. Of course some 
people would, which is why you have the police doing that to people.

I used to volunteer at a nice little pre-school where I got the idea 
that since I couldn't read people's minds, I shouldn't set boundaries 
for myself based on what I worry others might think is appropriate. 
So I let myself do things I normally would have worried "What would 
people think?". The little girls LOVED me for it. But some of the 
teachers hated me for it. They'd warn me that I could get accused of 
molesting quite easily, and they'd treat me badly. I justified my
actions by the fact that I was doing nothing more than showing love 
and affection to beautiful little girls who had welcomed the attention. 
And love is a good thing!

--

'Foxxe Fire' wrote:
>So if pedos ever want to stem the stigma of pedophobia and hatred,
>it's going to take more than internet support groups, webpages, and 
>e-mail. 
>We need to make ourselves visible, and unignorable. Pedos DO have a 
>reputation as being cowardly and afraid to show themselves. Well, so 
>did 
>gays, and look how far they've come! We need to stand and show our true 
>colors, not sneak around and just take whatever abuse society heaps on 
>us.
>
>Of course, organizing ourselves is a little trickier. I don't think 
>I want to take a bus downtown and stand there shouting for pedo rights 
>until someone beats me into the ground. However, if there were, say 20 
>other guys with me, I'd do it in a second! I'm telling you, if we 
>refuse 
>to shut up and go away (the way we are right now), we could gain that 
>same foothold the gays got. And once we have a foot in the door, as 
>random says, "all hell breaks loose." Right on!

I'm with you bro! It's a shame that so many people are too cowardly to 
stand up for themselves.

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>'random' wrote:
>>As extremely dangerous as it is, i think that pedophiles must 
>>become as high profile and in-your-face as possible.
>
>This was tried in the 70's and failed. Any other suggestions?

I think we need to take a medium profile, or a middle profile. We 
shouldn't be shooting too high, because that will just get us into a 
load of trouble. Examples of shooting too high would be doing just about 
anything in the national/international media. A low profile isn't any 
good either, because then we'd be living a lie. So we have to try and 
have a medium profile. We have to tell some people the truth about who 
we are but without advertizing it to the world.

'Flickorna'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sihme' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Observer' wrote :
>Do you feel love for these adults. The desire for closeness. 
>Some pedophile's don't from what I have read but to me it 
>unimaginable not wanting the love of a female regardless 
>of age. Not sex, love and compassion.

I suppose I feel a baseline desire for closeness with 
adult females.  But it is quickly rejected, I think because
part of me feels that it threatens my chances of interaction
with little girls.  Or something, probably a little less concrete
than that, it gives me a sick feeling similar to the one I feel
when I sense that children are rejecting me.  I feel as though 
I couldn't possibly give enough love to an adult female, 
because my heart is already given to the 'spirit of 
children', and from that  there is no return, and none left
over.

>>- Desire to have sex with little girls is linked to the desire to
>>become a little girl.

>That may indeed me the motivational factors for yourself, but 
>I don't think that it's what typically motivates pedophiles, 
>or more accurately myself. 

I don't say it IS the desire to become a little girl, but that it is
somehow linked in an abstract way.  

As I said, if given the choice, I wouldn't choose it, so although 
I would say that 'no, I don't want to become a little girl', there is 
perhaps some sort of unconscious desire, maybe lingering 
from the distant past which wants to 'become a little girl'.  I 
came to this conclusion by looking at the particular 
manifestations of my paedophilia.

>Desiring boys would be more homosexual.

But aren't many boy-lovers (and I mean pre-pubescent boys)
often heterosexual when it comes to adults?  It's this which
makes me think there's other things at work besides some
sort of sexual 'fixation'.

   [ I think if you ask on BoyChat you'll find that it's
     the opposite. ]

>Girls can be insensitive and unsuportave. They can break 
>your heart and not even know it. Yes, I've been hurt.

This carefree nature is something I love about children - that
you can talk to them without having a motive (or appearing to
at least), you can be friends with them in a minute.  What we
interpret as insensitivity probably isn't anything of the sort.  
For instance, I find many little girls have a habit of not saying
goodbye, even if we've been playing all afternoon and they
see I'm leaving.  It doesn't mean they hate you, or feel 
indifferent toward you... it's just the way they are, just a 
little socially inept.  Things aren't always the way they seem.
There have been times when what appeared to me to be a
dismally lukewarm interaction with a girl wasn't that way in
her mind at all - her mother explained to me next time
we met that the girl had been talking about me 'all the time'.

Have faith, Observer.

Peace, brothers and sisters..

'Sihme'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'?' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi. This is the first time I've written to this list, but I've been reading
it for a bit and I thought I should say hi. This list has given me an
interesting perspective on the problems we face in the real world that I've
not been able to see in my life. Since first grade I've lived in an insanely
small town in the middle of nowhere and I've not been too hideously close to
anyone, especially not my parents, so when I started noticing girls I had no
previous views on the subject so I thought it perfectly natural that the girls
I noticed were really short. :-)

I did notice, thankfully in time to throw a veil over my affections, that
other people found this slightly odd even if I couldn't figure out why. It
never occured to me until now that there were people out there who had a
harder time coming to terms with their feelings, and before about a month ago
I didn't even know what a pedophile was, and had never heard the term.

My personal feelings seem to be slightly abnormal, as I find anyone above age
15 or so (with a few exceptions, of course) physically repulsive. I like
people my own age or lower for the most part, although I tend to fall madly in
love with little girls more than people my own age. I also have a more free
view of affection than do most people I've encountered.

Also, I was at a flea market with a friend of mine today and I purchased 
a movie-still from the movie [....] that showed a man and a
woman talking in the background of a beautiful girl kneeling in a chair. 
If anyone has seen this movie can you tell me if it's worth looking for 
it and who the actor who played the girl is.
 
  [ Anne Carter? She featured on the cover of the first 
    proper Fresh Petals issue, in that movei, I think. ]

One other thing. ABC (a local network television station) has recently been
showing lg movies on a bi-monthly basis. Two weeks ago they showed "Matilda",
and tonight they showed "Balloon Farm", both starring or co-starring the
lovely Mara Wilson. If you get this channel, they'll be showing "Harriet the
Spy" in two weeks, and from the previews and reviews I've seen, it's well
worth watching.

Well, 'tis nice to meet all of you. Hopefully I'll get a chance and a reason
to write again, but as it is I am only online on the weekends, and not very
much then. Well, bye!

'?'
------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Snallygaster' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

I heard something wonderful on the radio today 4-3-99.  On a CBC
(Canadian Broadcasting Corporation) show called Basic Black
(http://www.basicblack.com/) had and interview with Jaine and Eric
Grundmanis.  They live in Qualicum Beach on Vancouver Island where
they have produced a CD of children laughing. It is called "Lotsa
Little Laughs".  It's a wonderful CD of 30 minutes of children laughing.
It was inspired by their adopted daughter, who is on the CD, With
others.  1 dollar (Canadian) from every sale will go to the orphanage in
India were she was adopted from.  Their toll free phone number to order
it is 1-877-755-1717.  They did not list a web site for it and I do not
know how to order from over seas (or even if the number will work in
the USA.  I'll try to find out some more info if any one wants it.

I know this sounds like a commercial.  I have no affiliation with them
and just want to share this information.  I hope Ianthe lets this
through.

'Snallygaster'
------------------------------------------------------------------------
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'Observer' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Observer' here with some random comments and retractions, 

--

First in response to 'Mach I'
 
You are probably better off now with Kathy. She will have someone her own age 
to play with, being friends with your son, and she also will be able to spend 
quality time with you. I think that this is the ideal situation. Not only do 
girls sometimes need boys of their own age, their mothers often need that 
excuse to justify letting her spend time with you. 

It still confuses me as to why people can't be friends with children without 
people going ballistic. With the emphasis on child care and the 
responsibility of adults to the children you would think that positive role 
models would be welcomed. Parents should at least recognize the value of a 
free baby-sitter. It's sad to say but sometimes neglectful parents are better 
than the overprotective. At least neglectful parents let the kids seek out 
role models where the over-protective want to be the child's sole influence 
and then wonder why their angel rebels.

'Mach I' wrote:
>I can't see how male 
>boy-lovers and male girl-lovers are identical except for the gender. It 
>seems that boy-lovers are more involved in homosexual activities.

Okay I had just thought that and written something similar myself. Then I saw 
the cute Taylor Hansen. You remember the Hansens all the girls loved them 
about six months ago. It seems to me that girls look similar to women, just 
less developed. Whereas boys are about as different from men as night and 
day. Boys are softer and more effeminate looking. Boys are cute, whereas 
being a hetero male, I find men sexually repulsive. Granted I find most boys 
sexually repulsive also but I do wonder if their is something to the fact 
that boys can and often do resemble the little girls we all know and love. 
Maybe it's a borderline gay issue, maybe it's men who like the appearance of 
girls but like the personality of the male gender. Maybe it's just 
androgynous confusion. Maybe it's just plain homosexuality. It's hard for me 
to know because I have never been a boy lover.

Now about all the people discussing whether or not a pedo should have 
daughters. Well, I want to first say that I have no children nor the prospect 
of having any in the near future, so I may be totally wrong here. I can see 
that having a daughter to cuddle and love would make a man feel wonderful. I 
imagine it being close to perfection. I wonder though about two things and 
maybe the parents on this list could ease my concern. First would the typical 
pedo-dads hands ever want to "wander around" when he's cuddling his angel. I 
know that most grandmothers occasionally hold their granddaughter with one 
hand gently on the buttocks, I have watched many people in the mall so I 
know. I also know where my hand wants to go when I hold my niece. Well, also 
is that so bad. The bottom isn't necessarily taboo and it feels good to have 
someone hold you like that. So is it a good thing maybe? I wonder if it would 
be hard to tell what caresses were mutually good and which ones are more 
beneficial to the father. I would hope it would be natural, kind of like no 
one has to tell you not to grope a stranger, you just know, but girls can be 
less than open with their feelings.

Secondly do any of the parents in this list feel that being a pedophile has 
made you more distant from your daughters. Me being paranoid, I am sometimes 
afraid to let my niece sit in my lap when my family is around. I know that 
girls need cuddles and love, is it sometimes difficult to express that 
without feeling like you are going to far?

Oh, one more question to the parents. 'Rasputins dog' asked about letting your 
girls be close to pedophiles. Does knowing that a true girl lover would never 
harm a girl help when you see your precious angels befriending older adults? 
I would think that knowing what I do about myself, knowing that I would never 
harm a girl but also knowing that I do feel politically incorrect feelings 
for the little ones, would actually make me more skeptical of men. One 
person's girl lover can easily be a child molester in disguise.

Now on the discussion of pedophiles being more open with who they are in 
public. I have made some strides to that effect. I have a cute Laika picture 
as my desktop wallpaper and my family has seen me looking at socially 
acceptable girl photos as well as some borderline ones. Now this isn't a 
major step in the war against us but it is a big step for me. It shows that I 
no longer fear who I am and I will no longer allow my fear of others opinions 
take my love away. I also am more open about my movie choices. They no longer 
balk at watching movies like Andre and The Professional. I even made them all 
watch Alice in wonderland. If they don't like then they would stop coming 
over, but they haven't. They sometimes joke that I am revisiting my 
childhood. If they ask about my attraction to girls I just say that I 
wish I had one.

--

'Sihme' wrote:
>I suppose I feel a baseline desire for closeness with adult females. But it 
>is quickly rejected, I think because
>part of me feels that it threatens my chances of interaction with little 
>girls. 

I understand that. With me sometimes when I find myself talking with an adult 
woman my heart just isn't in it. I don't know why. My overall goal in life is 
to marry an adult woman and possibly have little ones of my on. I also feel 
pain in the fact that I am alone. But when I try to talk and build a 
relationship with women then I often have trouble with all the rules that 
women seem to have. It's like they have romance novel ideas about who to date 
and something as trivial as if you wear navy pants instead of black then you 
are out of there. With girls the rules are less defined and any preset ideas 
they have about a man are less critical. If they want you to change you hair 
they will say it, not give up on you because you should have been able to 
read their mind. Girls can be more fun and less trouble. Their carefree 
nature makes them far superior to many women. It's too bad you can't combine 
the best of girls with the best of women. Maybe their is a perfect age that I 
should look for? 

Also from 'Sihme':
>What we interpret as insensitivity probably isn't anything of the sort. 

I hope you are right. I'm the type of person who fears rejection. I always 
like for the girls to reassure me that they care or at least that I'm not 
bugging them. I have learned not to pester them about their feelings or else 
they will think of me more as a psychiatrist and less of a friend, or worse 
as a they will think of me as a ddisciplinarian because of my questioning.

I understand that girls have different ideas about being sociable. It's like 
a scale. Girls being carefree and less stuck up is good but too far over and 
you get to the insensitive side. Part of the problem is me. I often imagine 
the worst. If a girl doesn't come out and say that she thinks I'm the 
greatest guy on the planet then I often imagine that they don't care for me. 
I've been hurt to many times to take things for granted. One odd thing though 
is that I act the same way. I often keep my feelings inside and I often find 
that people don't know when I am happy. I don't smile a lot, it's purely a 
physical thing though because I am often happy without the smile or outward 
signs. Well, that throws people off so I do try to give girls the benefit of 
the doubt. I know I'm not the only one who doesn't easily show emotions.

--

'?' wrote:
>My personal feelings seem to be slightly abnormal, as I find anyone above age
>15 or so (with a few exceptions, of course) physically repulsive. I like
>people my own age or lower for the most part, although I tend to fall madly 
>in
>love with little girls more than people my own age. I also have a more free
>view of affection than do most people I've encountered.

Well, that paragraph confuses me a bit. You don't like girls over 15 but you 
like girls close to your own age. Then I must assume that you are a minor! 
If you are 15 or under then the age difference between you and the 
girls is less so it seems that you would be in a better position than some. 
A 15 year old could possibly date openly a girl of 13 maybe 12 depending on 
you friends and the town in general. Also a 15 year old shouldn't really 
feel attracted to adult women. They must seem ancient to children. I wonder 
if I seem ancient to girls?

'Observer'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Even though I don't have any April Fool jokes to relate I would
like to tell you how my Easter went. It was a mixed bag of joy and
sorrow.

First, I went to church to see my daughter dance in a production.
What a parade! Lots of lovely young girls moving their delicious
bodies in synchronization.

At several intervals during the service they walked around the
auditorium waving streamers. I managed to catch the eye of a
few of them and smiled. Most of them returned my smile when
they realized I was watching them. It was wonderful to see their
genuine greeting. Perhaps I may attend there with some regularity.
It is a small church and not many girls. They all seem to know 
each other. The only potential problem is that the girls across 
the street go there too. My daughter assures me that they do not 
believe the rumors that were spread about me in this neighborhood.

Later, I went to do the laundry. I don't have a car right now so I was
toting my clothes in a wagon when A... and her family drive by me
in their car. I haven't seen them in over a year and I wave and smile
as they pass. There was no reaction but at least I tried. Maybe they
will realize that I am not evil someday.

While at the laundromat I had a chance to enjoy some beautiful
oriental girls playing marbles outside. I tried to talk to them but
they did not respond to me. I saw them inside and they gave me
a couple of smiles but their mother said something to them and
they stopped :-(

After I came home we had a barbecue and talked about my wife's
friend's departure. She is returning to complete some unfinished
business before she can return to us. No one knows how long it will
take. She has three children and must be confident that they are
alright. I will miss her. I have some beautiful pictures of her
starting when she was 5 and proceeding until she was 16. She was
very gracious to let me have them especially knowing why I like them.

After the barbecue I sat in the garage and had a few beers with her
and saw that K... had come over next door to visit her family. I tried
to greet her but she returned a cold shoulder. Too bad but things
have never been the same since the incident in the grocery store
parking lot. Besides that, she and my daughter don't get along very
well and that dampens any chance that I may have to rekindle that
relationship.

It looks like the only possibility I may have to meet anyone is at
church. The people are friendly there but it seems like some of
the greatest contradictions occur at church. We will see.

--

'Mach I' wrote:
>I agree that pedophilia is not exactly a sexual orientation. Would 
>it be anything related to our instinct of protection and affinity to
>the defenseless ones? Maybe we are more sensitive than the 
>average and showing love to children is something pure and 
>highly emotive. When I embrace an LG I feel like protecting her 
>from the world outside. Its a wonderful and unique sensation.

How does that make us any different than others in the Child
Abuse Industry who want to protect children? I'm convinced
that it our sexual desire that is the difference. Most people love
children and want them to have the best. We are just honest
about the way it affects us too.

'Sanctuary'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'The Corman' writes
------------------------------------------------------------------

Corman here,

AHHHHHHHHH!!!!  It's a girl!!!!!  What am I going to do?  I am
freaking out and fear I am going to bring my daughter into a life 
of misery and hate.  If I control myself and never touch her I 
will teach her to shun adults who want to be friends with her 
for fear she will be one of the few who are molested and bear 
the scars eternally.  If I do not control myself and I touch 
her my life will be over, my wife will divorce me, the church 
will censure me, the law will jail me, and the world will 
hunt me.  I am in hell.

On a lighter note, my daughter is beautiful and I already 
have an uncontrollable love for her.  You would all adore 
her... and I'm a proud Daddy!

--

'Sunstorm' wrote: 
> " Well, screw the world. She will be _your_ daughter and if
> you can and want to experience utter pleasure and joy in 
> her physical presence, that is your business, not the world's...
> Of course we're talking the ideal world here..."

Ah, yes, the ideal world.  Sunstorm, what you described sounds 
wonderful.  But the day my five-year-old marches into school 
and mentions how much she loves sleeping naked with Daddy, I 
can expect the SWAT team to come for tea.  Thanks for the 
image though.

--

In response to me writing:
> When my daughter asks me to play with her, am I going to
> have to excuse myself to take a cold shower?

'Sanctuary' wrote:
> It is impossible to hide it but my daughter handles the knowledge
> very well. She jokes with me about it and knows that sexual desire
> is part of being a human being.

Ack!  How old is your daughter?  Pardon my intrusion, but 
she sees you erect?  Is this in response to her and does 
she know it?  Wow.  I do not think that would fly in our
house.  My daughter will have a knowledge of sexual
things but probably not by experience.

Thank you 'Sunstorm' and 'Sanctuary' for your voices of support 
but I am fretting the future with this beautiful person
I now have stewardship over.

--

Saw the movie _Beau Pere_... Woah!  And you guys liked 
_Lolita_?  This is a real fourteen year old begging for 
sex from her stepfather.  And the breasts they show 
are really hers, not those of a consenting adult 
stand-in.  I highly recommend it... even if she 
isn't a preteen.

Gotta go.  Wish me luck.  Be careful all.

'The Corman'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Surgeboy' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

I know this is a advertisement (sort of), but I have noticed that 
there are a few of you who admit that they do not have their own 
computers. Personally, I hate using the public library computers!

Recently, I have learned of a companies that do "layaway" (a 
$1000 value) toward the cost of buying PCs.

For around $25 a month, I get a little closer to the ownership of
my very own computer.  It may take awhile (I still owe quite a 
lot), but perhaps by this time next year I will be sending e-mail
to ASGL from the comfort of my own home.

Check the ads for a similar scheme in your area.

'Surgeboy'
------------------------------------------------------------------



Review: (via 'Savant')
------------------------------------------------------------------

http://www.salonmagazine.com:80/urge/feature/1999/04/01feature.html

COLLUSION: MEMOIR OF A YOUNG GIRL AND HER BALLET MASTER
BY EVAN ZIMROTH
HARPERCOLLINS, 229 PAGES 

Evan Zimroth's elegiac memoir raises disturbing questions about girlhood
femininity and brutal domination. 

BY TARA ZAHRA 

She is expecting to be struck, knowing that she deserves it and will allow
it. Her body is rigid, not with fear but with premonition and a kind of
longing for whatever will happen to her. Instead of rising to punish her,
however, he tells her to take off her practice clothes. 

If you had to make a guess as to the origins of this little vignette,
several Web sites protected by Adult Check and charging subscription fees
might come to mind. But the "she" in this story is a 13-year-old girl, and
her "practice clothes" are not a cheerleading outfit or any other staple of
erotica, but a black leotard and pink tights. The tale is drawn from
"Collusion," Evan Zimroth's unsettling memoir about her childhood
relationship with her domineering ballet master. 

Pointe shoes and tutus have a special place among our icons of femininity.
Even my otherwise feminist female friends who scorned fashion magazines,
nail polish and "Melrose Place" would become gooey with excitement when I
brought mine out of retirement in college. Everyone wanted a turn to try
them on, and rise in awkward agony onto the tips of their toes, for just a
moment to enact their childhood fantasies. But rarely did such fantasies
include domination by a Svengali-type teacher with a Russian accent and a
cane. 

Ballet is inextricably bound up with fantasies of eternal girlhood. Dreams
of being a dew-drop fairy remain firmly planted in childhood, along with
selling Thin Mints and wearing green polyester. Yet aside from a few lessons
in a local Dolly Dinkle studio, and a few performances in our parents'
living rooms, few of us actually enter ballet's cloistered world of pristine
glamour, grace and femininity.  The "adult" ballerinas we see onstage do
little to dispel this connection between ballet and girlhood. Flat-chested,
skinny enough to make Ally McBeal seem pudgy and always adorned with long
hair, slicked into a bun and often topped with a tiara, many adult
ballerinas look like the 10-year-olds we were when we gave the fantasy up. 

Ballet, of course, can be sexy: What is a pas de deux other than an extended
metaphor for sex? But the sex depicted by ballet often more closely
resembles pedophilia than mature sexuality. The ideal women, after all, are
forever children. 

But what happens when ballerina fantasies are not confined to girlhood, but
usher a girl into adolescence? Zimroth's "Collusion" offers one answer. This 
isn't simply another attempt to shatter our cotton-candy illusions about the 
dance world (that's been done before). Nor is it your typical coming-of-age 
memoir of tortured adolescence. (Though there is plenty of torture.) Rather, 
she describes how the deep convergence of scripted, exaggerated femininity 
with underlying pain that we see performed onstage (the smiling, fluttering 
fairy whose feet are actually bleeding) infiltrated the offstage psyche of 
at least one young girl: 

When F first so unexpectedly hit me, he taught me more than to pay attention
to the small things, like battement tendu. He also  showed me beyond words
what it felt like to be a woman with a woman's submission and a woman's
power over a man. I see now that I did not in any ordinary sense "grow up."
I was a child, and then one stunning moment later I was a woman. I moved
beyond childhood in the instant of discovering something I could not have
possibly known before -- that I could submit to the violence of love,
recognize it as love, and be complicit in it. 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------
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* USA: Court rules nudity isn't enough to make pic 'porn'
* UK: False abuse charges 'ruin careers of 350 teachers each year'
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* USA: Clinton a 'sex criminal' under 'Megan's Law'?
* UK theatre: The misuse of abuse




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------------

_Court rules nudity isn't enough to make pic 'porn'_

Tuesday, April 6, 1999

Just because someone finds a photo of a nude child erotic 
doesn't make it kiddy porn, the United States Appeals 
Court in Boston ruled yesterday.

The court threw out a 5-year sentence handed a New 
Hampshire man, Alan Amirault, for trafficking in child 
pornography - saying at least one of the pictures he 
was arrested with didn't meet the definition.

"If Amirault's subjective reaction were relevant," the 
court wrote, "a sexual deviant's quirks could turn a 
Sears catalog into pornography."

Amirault pleaded guilty on Aug. 22, 1997 to possessing 
visual depictions of minors engaged in sexually explicit 
conduct.

But he received an extra harsh sentence because he 
downloaded one photo from the Internet and was subject 
to tougher rules for trafficking in kiddy porn.

Under yesterday's decision Amirault's sentence could 
be cut by more than half - to a little over two years. 
He must now appear in federal court to be sentenced 
again.

"The court did the right thing," said Amirault's 
lawyer, Bjorn Lange. "It shows there are First Amendment 
implications in the area of child pornography. It's a 
relief that there are still some protections for citizens 
in that area."

In its ruling, the court took six pages to define 
pornography, saying nudity is not enough.

It must contain a "lascivious exhibition," to be suggestive, 
contain unnatural poses or be clearly designed to "elicit 
a sexual response" from the viewer, the court wrote.

The contested photo showed a nude young girl standing on 
a beach.

"While it is conceivable that others may differ about 
some of the judgment calls we have made in our analysis 
of the photograph," wrote the court, "we hesitate to dub 
this photograph sexually explicit where many would find 
the depiction innocuous."

---------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
---------------------------------------------------------------

10th April 1999

_False abuse charges 'ruin careers of 350 teachers each year'_

 THE lives of about 350 teachers are ruined by false
accusations of abuse each year, the second largest union in
the country said yesterday. It called for children to be
suspended and then expelled if it could be shown that they
had lied.

 A large increase in allegations against the union's
members led to 156 facing action in England last year. 
Five were convicted. By the time the other cases were
investigated and proved to be false, careers had been
ruined, said members of the National Association of
Schoolmasters Union of Women Teachers at their annual
conference in Eastbourne yesterday.

 Since 1991, the union has dealt with 974 allegations of
criminal abuse. There were no grounds for prosecution in
792 cases, said Nigel de Gruchy, general secretary. "If
this is the case in one union, you can easily multiply it
by three."

 Where teachers were suspended, children making allegations
should be sent home until the outcome of an investigation,
he added. "Where children have been found to have acted
maliciously it should be treated as a very serious matter
meriting permanent expulsion."

 The union is pressing the Government to back a 10-minute
Rule Bill that would give anonymity to teachers and other
defendants accused of sexual abuse until found guilty.

 Earlier, Estelle Morris, the education minister, rejected
the idea. When told there had been three suicides of
teachers wrongly accused, she said the Government had to
err on the side of caution to make sure that children were
protected.

 She argued, to cries of "shame", that the names had to be
made public to encourage other victims to come forward. In
a debate yesterday, delegates said members had suffered at
the hands of malicious children.

 "There is a forgotten army of people out there who have
been wounded and whose careers have been ruined by
malicious allegations," said Steve Luscombe, of Southwark,
south London. 

 One pupil was proved to have banged herself against a coat
hook and then blamed a teacher for the bruises. A young
married man with children had a nervous breakdown and lost
his home because he could not keep up mortgage payments
after being accused by a mother of inappropriately handling
her daughter at a primary school. 
 
 Mr Luscombe said: "First day back, the parents waited to
collect their children. The hubbub of the parents went
silent. Parents withdrew children from school. One said,
'My child is not to go swimming with Mr So-and-so.' 
"A nervous breakdown followed. He could not face it any
more and he threw in his resignation. Financial crisis: he
could not pay his mortgage. The family was in turmoil; what
a trail of sadness." The teacher and his wife later needed
medical treatment for depression, he said.

The union agreed to campaign for compensation for wronged 
teachers. Mr de Gruchy said it would be almost impossible 
to get it from parents.

Delegates unanimously backed the call for reform.

-----------------------------------------------------------



USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Girl's research brings ice cream trucks back_
 
April 9, 1999

SUDBURY, Mass. _ The ice cream man returneth to this 
town, thanks to an eloquent 12-year-old girl.
 
Sara Gentile persuaded nearly 300 adults at Wednesday
night's town meeting to allow ice cream trucks back into
this small town 20 miles outside Boston.
 
The sixth-grader did her homework for her presentation,
having written to nearly a dozen town clerks and police
chiefs in nearby communities that allow ice cream trucks.
 
"I am pleased to inform you that none reported any
incidents of drug dealing, child abuse or personal
injury," Sara said.
 
She argued that statistics show ice cream trucks are 
safer than school buses, bicycles and skateboards.
 
The board of selectmen supported her proposal because, 
as Selectman Maryann Clark put it, "The selectmen are
children at heart."
 
Last year, an attempt to lift the ban was rejected 
after residents claimed the trucks left children prey 
to pedophile drivers.
 
-----------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Censorship in parliamentary theatre of the absurd_
 
01/04/99

The irony was probably wasted on morals campaigner Trish
Draper, but the crowd which turned up to see her special
preview screening of *Lolita* at Parliament House last
night may be the smallest it ever draws. Draper, having
given the movie publicity beyond the distributors' wildest
dreams, could not raise a crowd to be outraged by it. Only
a handful of conservative members and senators, most of
them associated with the wowserish Lyons Forum, turned up.

 Just eight of them, by the *Herald's* count, plus a few
staffers who went with their bosses, went in to be shocked.

 A few were shocked in anticipation. Alan Cadman MP
(Liberal Right, NSW) and Senator Eric Abetz (Liberal Right,
Tasmania) both said they had read the book, which they did
not like, and wanted to see if the movie was as bad. How
good of them to suffer twice, for the people. The
distributor, Beyond Films, not only provided a print for
viewing; it sent along comprehensive press notes, giving
plot synopsis, production information and overseas reviews.
Rave reviews, by the way, from sober and responsible
journals like The New York Times and Newsweek. 

 One could not help but get the impression Beyond Films is as
happy with Mrs Draper's trembling moral outrage about this
film on a tragic pedophilic relationship as it is with the
US reviewers. The bloke handing out the press kit was all
smiles as he talked with journalists about the free
publicity. Perhaps even Mrs Draper herself was beginning to
suspect she and her moral majority - which turned out to be
a tiny minority - were looking a bit silly.

 She was visibly shaking and testy with reporters when she
turned up at Parliament House theatrette just after 5pm. 
The movie was started and then stopped again. She and the
handful went away again, to reconvene again at 5.30 when,
hopefully, the crowd would be bigger.

 It wasn't.

 At that point, just before they returned, parliamentary
security staff turned up to tell the cameramen and
photographers to go away, on the orders of the presiding
officers. That's the President of the Senate and Speaker of
the House of Representatives.

 That's how keen these people are on censorship. Not only
do they not want to let people see the movie, they don't
want to let people see the people who don't want us to see
the movie.

--

Friday 9 April, 1999 

Australia's film classification body has declined to 
recall the contentious R-rated film 'Lolita'.

The Office of Film and Literature Classification board met
today over an application to recall the movie by a number
of groups who believe the movie condones paedophilia. 

The board says it was not satisfied that any of the
applicants were people aggrieved within the meaning of the
relevent legislation.

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Chelsea boss defends Graham Rix_

Ken Bates announced last night that he has "no sympathy"
for the 15-year-old girl who was the victim of jailed
Chelsea sex offender Graham Rix. 

And he said Rix's 12-month sentence was "appallingly
harsh". 

The Chelsea chairman revealed that Rix was not being paid
during his prison term. But Chelsea will be paying Rix's
family their upkeep. 

Bates, who last night saw his side draw 1-1 with Real
Mallorca in the Cup Winners' Cup semi-final first leg, 
used his programme notes for his statement.

He claimed of Rix, 41, the club coach and a former
England midfielder that "he is neither a pervert or 
a paedophile. I have no sympathy for the girl involved, 
but I have a great deal of sympathy for Rix's four 
innocent children who can now look forward to a 
childhood of vilification and persecution. 

"We have been criticised for announcing our decision so
quickly to keep Rix's job open. But the punishment for
Rix's offence was appallingly harsh. Chelsea have no
intention of adding to it. 

"He will resume his duties upon release. He is not being
paid in the interim, although his family will be provided
for. Chelsea look after their own." 

Bates's column also contained several allegations about the
details of Rix's dangerous liaison. 

He said: "Unlike some clubs, the gutter press will not be
allowed to run Chelsea Football Club. That is the duty of
the board, including the chairman. 

"We must make the decisions, as we see them in the best
interests of justice and Chelsea, irrespective of
media-manipulated so-called public opinion. Popularity is
rightly for others, such as players and coaches. Directors
must not be swayed by the hysteria whipped up in the
media." 

Bates delved into the detail of the case, firstly fighting
the "indecent assault charge". He said: "This consisted of
dancing and French kissing, to which the girl willingly
responded. The girl admitted that she had indulged in such
actions before, including having her breasts fondled. For
that, Rix got four months. 

"Secondly, between January 8, 1998 and February 27, 1998,
the girl phoned Rix using her mobile no less than 19 times.
Rix did not phone her once. Thirdly, the girl lied about
her age on two occasions saying she was two months short of
her 17th birthday. She had admitted that she lied, her
father accepted that, as recorded on his tape. 

"Fourthly, the girl told Rix she was on the pill. Why?
Fifthly, the girl consistently lied to her parents as to
her whereabouts, claiming she was staying overnight with
friends. 

"Sixthly, the girl, having told her sister that she was
visiting a girlfriend, of her own volition made a journey
across London from Fulham to Kensington, went to Rix's
hotel room after 10pm, and participated in the acts which
Rix was charged with. There was no force used. It was by
consent and the girl was used to drink. 

"Afterwards the girl refused to go home because she had
told her family that she would be out all night. If your
15-year-old daughter had told you that, would you not made
further inquiries? For that, the judge gave Rix eight
months in jail." 

Bates admitted that the decision to pay Rix's family "may
offend some people". 

He was also scathing about the role of the girl's father
who has been portrayed in a newspaper as a "successful
businessman". 

He asked: "Why did he wait seven months before going to the
police? Why did he tape his conversation with Rix? Why did
he sell his story for 100,000? Why did he go on both Talk
Radio and GMTV? 

"We know more about this girl and her father than has come
out so far. So don't weep so much for her, and treat the
father with the contempt he deserves. The whole situation
stinks." 

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK: (relevant in light of Home Office plans to lock up 
paedophiles for life, without a trial)
-----------------------------------------------------------

9th April 1999

_Lifer numbers to double by 2007_

THE NUMBER of people serving life sentences is expected
to almost double to about 6,000 in the next seven years, 
an official report has found.

A significant number of life-sentence inmates should have
been released years ago, but mistakes in processing their
cases have led to long delays, the study suggests. One
prisoner was found to have served 16 years longer than the
original tariff set by the court. The rapid rise in the
number of lifers is also attributed to the increase in
discretionary life offences.

The findings, published today in a report called Lifers,
come in a joint study by Her Majesty's inspectorates of
prisons and probation.

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

9th April 1999

_Girls 'doomed to life of low pay'_

GIRLS may be excelling at school, but many still end up in
low-paid jobs dominated by women, according to research
published yesterday. 

Traditional stereotypes still shape girls' choices and
opportunities and education, training and employment, the
report - "Gender Equality and the Career Service" - for the
Equal Opportunities Commission found. 

The privatised careers service came under fire for failing
to redress the balance between boys and girls. Even
initiatives such as the Modern Apprenticeship scheme showed
big differences in the jobs taken by young men and women. 
Some 67 per cent of information technology apprenticeships
and 96 per cent of engineering places were taken by young
men with average weekly salaries of 140 and 115, but 80
per cent of those in business administration and 92 per
cent in hairdressing were taken by women, where the average
wage was 107 and 62 respectively. 

The prevailing view seemed to be "send a lad for the yard
and a nice young thing for reception," the researchers
said. 

-----------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Seizure of sect children ruled unlawful_
 
01/04/99

 Police acted lawlessly when they raided houses belonging
to the Children of God sect in 1992 and seized nearly 60
girls and boys from their homes in the early morning.

 The NSW Supreme Court found the children were entitled to
seek damages from the NSW Government because search
warrants used in the raids were worthless.

 Justice John Dunford ruled the officer named on the
warrants, Sergeant Gregory Sullivan, was required to attend
the raids, but had never left Castle Hill police station.

 "Being in a radio control room in touch with the people
who were at the premises is not in my view taking part in
the execution," Justice Dunford said.

 As a result, police and community services were
trespassing when they broke into the homes in Cherrybrook,
Kellyville and Glenhaven and "rounded up" 57 children, aged
between 22 months and 16, on May 15, 1992.

 Outside the court, solicitor Mr Greg Walsh called on the
Attorney-General, Mr Shaw, to settle the case immediately,
saying the children had been through enough. 

"They were branded when they were taken as having been
sexually abused, each and every one of them. That's
something which is ringing in their ears today as it was
then, and they want the matter resolved and they want
justice to take place," he said.

 Many of the children continued to wet their beds, have
nightmares and live in fear the incident could happen
again, he said. 

The issue remains complex, with several matters still to be
examined in Supreme Court proceedings, but the verdict on
the raids was final, Mr Walsh said.

 One of the children, now 16 but nine when the raid
occurred, said outside court he and the other boys and
girls had been told they were going on a three-day holiday
and that the officers were friends of their parents. "We
could not speak to our parents," the boy said.

 Police and DOCS officers involved in the raids claimed the
children were being physically and sexually abused by the
sect, formerly known as the Children of God, now called The
Family.

 The sect, a Christian group, denied the allegations.

 The children argued in court they were illegally and
unlawfully arrested and falsely imprisoned.

 During the raids they were told they were going on a trip,
but were instead taken to State institutions where they
were detained for six days until court proceedings ruled
they could return home.

 Judge Dunford will now deal with damages at a date to be
fixed.

-----------------------------------------------------------




New Zealand:
-----------------------------------------------------------

7th April 1999

AUCKLAND -- _An unrepentant Bert Potter has returned to 
Centrepoint, claiming he owes none of his victims an 
apology. 

Potter has served about nine years in jail for sex offences
with under-age girls and for minor drug offences.

Yesterday the 73-year-old, self-styled "guru" was adamant
he would not have sex with girls younger than 16 -- but
only because it was illegal and he did not want to go back
to prison.

Sex between adults and girls younger than 16 could be "a
very healthy thing".

Potter denied he was a pedophile, said he had never had
rehabilitation in prison, and would not seek any now from
an Auckland programme for sex offenders.

-----------------------------------------------------------



Russia:
-----------------------------------------------------------

           MOSCOW, Apr. 08, 1999 -- Russia's lower house of
parliament on Wednesday passed draft legislation to curb an
upsurge of pornography fuelled by the end of communist
rule.

Under a bill adopted by the Duma, Russia will ban all
print, audio or video depiction of sexual intercourse with
minors, violent sexual acts, and restrict the advertising
of "materials of an erotic character".

The bill, which was first introduced into parliament two
years ago, was approved on its third reading by 234 votes
to 121 with three abstentions. 

It now goes to the upper house, the Federation Council,
before President Boris Yeltsin can sign it into law. 

-----------------------------------------------------------



US feature article:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Playboy, April 99

 Statutory rape is a hot topic. In California, the state has
 erected billboards along major highways that warn drivers:
 SEX WITH A MINOR IS A MAJOR CRIME.

Buckle up. In Tulare County, a judge recently sentenced
Melvin Brown, 37, to 457 years in jail for having oral sex
and intercourse with his 17-year-old girlfriend.

Brown, a twice-convicted felon, ran afoul of California's
three-strikes law, which mandates consecutive sentences of
25 years to life for each new felony after the second
violent felony. Brown, who allegedly did not know the girl
was underage, was charged with 16 counts of statutory rape
and oral sex, as well as three drug charges.

His lawyer told The Fresno Bee that the sentence was
"unworldly, mind-boggling. He essentially got the death
sentence. The only way he'll get out of prison is in a pine
box."

The sentence may have been mind-boggling, but it is no
surprise. For the past few years, law enforcement officials
have made statutory rape their cause celebre. In October
1997 the American Bar Association released the report
"Sexual Relationships Between Adult Males and Young Teen
Girls: Exploring the Legal and Social Responses."

The authors' specific recomendations concerning statutory
rape laws include:

* Revising minimum age requirements so that girls aged 10-15
are legally protected from "consentual" sexual intercourse
with men aged 20 and older.
 
* Removing the "mistake of age" defense for men over the age
of 20 who have consensual sex with girls aged 15 and under.

* Increasing penalties, especially for repeat offenders who
are ten or more years older than their adolescent partners,
or who use alchohol or drugs to seduce their partners, or
who infect their partners with HIV or some other sexually
transmitted disease.

* Prosecuting without regard to class, social status or
race, whether or not the girl is impregnated.

The last item tries to make sex the crime, rather than
using the law to punish the teen pregnancies so despised by
conservatives. Many statutory rape cases begin when a
teenager applies for welfare benefits for a child born out
of wedlock. One study found that 70 to 80 percent of the
fathers of babies born to girls under than 16 are older
than 20. Though not all. Wisconsin went after an
18-year-old boy who impregnated his 15-year-old
girlfriend--despite the fact that the boy quit school and
took a job to support the child. Good intentions don't
count; go directly to jail. The charge is statutory rape,
not reckless reproduction.

What's missing from the ABA report whould be obvious: There
is no concern for the reverse scenario. Lawmakers evidently
do not feel that underage boys deserve the same sort of
protection as young girls.

It's easy to imagine young women bieng manipulated by older
men, but there is strong resistance to seeing young men as
bieng subject to coercion. They're supposed to be romping
through life like the kids in "Summer of '42". What does a
female predator look like? The actual cases that come
before the courts have a lot in common with "Fatal
Attraction". More often than not, the offenders are
desperate, angry women who are unwilling to let go of their
young prey.

For sheer creepiness, almost nothing can match the case of
Julie Feil, a Minnesota high school teacher who tried to
cast her affair as a love story for the ages. She was
sentenced to almost seven years in prison for criminal
sexual conduct with a 15-year-old student. At her
sentencing, she apologized to the boy's parents and said,
"I love your son." He called her a monster and said he
never wanted to see her again.

Small wonder. At the time the affair began, Feil, then 31,
was separated from her husband. So she pursued a student,
hiring him to babysit and to walk her dog. The two became
sexually intimate. Feil began writing love notee, as well
as passes to get the boy out ot study hall.

Feiil wrote: "I have been happy this week, which is
ridiculous considering that I'm fighting for my life, have
undergone intense pain and 227 biopsies/needles. I've just
been told that they need to operate on my brain, for crying
out loud, and I'm feeling so happy I'm floating on air!
Why? The answer is simple... you. Loving you completes me."
Soon the boy wanted out. Feil will be eligible for parole
after four and a half years.

In 1996, the state of Conneticut sentenced Kerri Lynn
Patavino to sex years for five counts of second-degree
sexual assault, six counts counts of risk of injury to a
minor, burglary and larceny. The charges stem from her
involvement with a 14-year-old boy she met on her route as
a school bus driver. (The case is under appeal and Patavino
disputes the charges.) Little did the kid know that
Patavino, who was 26 at the time of the affair, was a
practicing witch. He claimed they slept together for four
months until Patavino started doing things that made him
uncomfortable. He said she had cut herself with a razor and
then forced him to lick her blood. Nor did she take
rejection kindly, allegedly breaking into his house and
stealing his skateboard and other prized possessions.

When faced with such bizarre behavior, courts seem willing
to lock up female predators, although six years does not
begin to compare with 457 years. Evil is in the eye of the
beholder. Apparently, so is injuury. The real double
standard is how the courts view male victims.

For many months the identity of the 13-year-old Seattle
student who impregnated his 35-year-old teacher, Mary Kay
Letorneau, was kept secret by the courts. But Vili Fualaau,
who is now 15, refused to stay silent. Accepting $25,000
from a French book publisher, he has gone public with the
story of how he and Letourneau produced two babies in 17
months.

The title of the book, Un Seul Crime, L'amour (Only crime,
love), says it all. To recap, the affair began when he was
only 11 and Letorneau's star pupil. The first pregnency
resulted in Letourneau's conviction for two counts of
second-degree child rape. She got a 7 1/2-year sentence,
served six months and, upon release, violated the terms of
her probation almost immediately by resuming the
relationship and conceiving another child. Now there's no
hope of parole and Fualaau will be 21 before the two can be
together. The book's message: Fualaau didn't feel like a
victim when he had sex with Letourneau, but he sure does
now, raising two daughters. 

No one in their right mind would think of giving a male
predator "parental rights" to a child who is conceived by
statutory rape. But the same courts saddle male victims
with child support payments.

That fate awaited Shane Seyer, who had sex at the age of
12, only to be royally screwed by courts and bureaucrats in
his home state of Kansas. During a long hot summer in 1988,
Seyer began having sex with the family's 16-year-old
babysitter. It might have remained a treasured memory if
the babysitter hadn't gotten pregnant and state authorities
hadn't come after Seyer in 1991 for $7068 in maternity
expenses and Aid to Families with Dependent Children
payments.

They were about to garnish his lunch money when Seyer's
parents hired a lawyer and began fighting back. First, a
hearing officer threw out the maternity award but decreed
that Seyer should start paying child support from the date
of the hearing. Then, a judicial review decided that Seyer
was responsible for both maternity expenses and child
support. 

The highest court of Kansas retreated slightly, upholding
the child support award but otherwise wiping the slate
clean. In a 1993 opinion, Judge Holmes brushed aside the
matter of Seyer's age. His consent to the affair might be
irrelevant in a criminal action against the child's mother,
but it made a big difference in a civil action for child
support. So long as the affair was voluntary, he was on the
hook.

"No one saw him as a victim," says Seyer's lawyer, Ronald
Pope, who even today sounds amazed by his client's
predicament. "Shane was your average kid." What turned his
life upside down in an instant were "hormones, opportunity
and a girl with poor judgement," says Pope. Suddenly, Seyer
was visited with responsibilities he felt too young to
assume, and he resented it. "He knew a female victim would
never be held accountable for her acts."

Still, it wasn't as if the Kansas court was going out on a
limb. Courts in Colorado and Wisconsin had already decided
that statutory rape laws do not afford "blanket protection
for reckless minors," as one opinion put it.

With the push for gender equality in the Sixties and
Seventies, the laws were rewritten to cover young men as
well. But in California, the law wasn't amended until
1994--coincidentally, the same year that 15-year-old
Nathaniel J. of San Luis Obispo had a two week affair with
a 34-year-old neighbor. After she had his baby the
following January, she applied for state assistance and had
to name the child's father. California authorities took
notice and decided that Nathaniel, like Seyer before him,
should pay child support.

"Our point of view is that the newborn is the victim in
these matters," Carol Ann White, a lawyer in charge of the
attorney general's child-support enforcement unit, told the
Los Angeles Times. Ironically, she made this argument just
after Governor Pete Wilson announced his zero-tolerance
policy on statutory rape, earmarking $8 million for
prosecutions. In 1996, a court of appeals ruled against
Nathaniel, noting that victims have rights and
responsibilities. How's that for a twist? However, they cut
Nathaniel, now over the age of 18, some slack because of
his age deferring his child support payments until he
actually had a job.

Jason Hodge remembers bieng flattered when, at the age of
14, he was propositioned by a 19-year-old woman. "I never
had a woman tell me I was attractive," said Hodge, now 22,
in a phone interview. It was a three-week fling, but one
for which the state of Missouri wants him to pay dearly:
Because the woman has named him as father of her daughter,
state authorities now want Hodge to retroactively pay for
seven years of child support.

Hodge, who later married and had a child before he and his
wife divorced, isn't buying it. He refused to take a
paternity test at the beginning of this year, but contends
that if he is forced to take one and the results are
positive, he will seek custody. "This woman is a sexual
predator. If any guy did what she did, he'd be locked up",
he said. Four counts of first-degree sexual assault were
filed against the woman at the time, but were dropped soon
thereafter. Missouri statutory rape law now exempts
offenders who are under the age of 21. That means the state
can't touch the woman, although Hodge could be prosecuted
for nonpayment of support.

When a sex law is gender-biased, it's not hard to guess who
ends up paying: the victim.

-----------------------------------------------------------




US: (posted on BoyChat, unconfirmed)
-----------------------------------------------------------

April 08, 1999

 In accordance with Megan's Law requirements, the Arkansas
state sex offender register reportedly now contains an
entry for the US President, William Jefferson Clinton.

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK theatre:
-----------------------------------------------------------

April 99

  _The misuse of abuse_

  Child abuse has become one of the most abused of dramatic
  subjects. Why? Because playwrights have hijacked a serious
  and emotive topic and turned it into a banal device for 
  the revelation of dark and tragic secrets.

Claire Dowie's Easy Access has received just about the most
flattering tribute a play of its type could be paid. Not,
of course, any of the conventional gongs (an Olivier or
Evening Standard Award), but a rare recognition of the
sensitivity and incisive wit with which it analyses the
parlous situation of a male prostitute, sexually abused in
childhood by his father. First, the Samaritans invited
Dowie to perform the piece at their annual conference; then
the Family Support Unit in Bradford asked if they could use
the play in their group-work with abused teenagers. 

A signal compliment, given that most of what passes for art
about child abuse in the theatre must be repugnant to these
and similar organisations. Indeed, in the past decade or
so, it would be hard to find a dramatic subject that has
been more abused than abuse. The forthcoming revival of
Dowie's 1997 play, in a new solo remix with video footage,
and the premiere of a subtle and insightful Simon Gray
play, The Late Middle Classes, set in the Fifties, about a
12-year-old boy caught between two types of oppressive,
demanding love (from his mother and his platonically
paedophile piano teacher) offer a heartening contrast and
prompt the question: what considerations make the
difference between an honourable, imaginative and genuinely
dramatic treatment of the subject, and one that is
opportunistic and exploitative?

The virtues of Easy Access are a handy index to the
artistic vices and skewed simplifications in most examples
of this genre. Bad dramatists (and, alas, quite a few good
ones) are attracted to the topic because a protagonist's
abused past lends itself to convenient misrepresentation as
the One Total Explanation for her or his life, the play
moving towards this portentous revelation with the
inexorable progression of a whodunnit towards the murderer. 
Often allied to this is the misguided notion that the
female sex has the monopoly on victimhood. Sarah Daniels'
Beside Herself, an early example of Nineties abuse drama,
had a powerful central image: as she went through the
motions of her middle-class, do-gooding existence, the
fiftysomething heroine was orbited and monitored by an
anorexic young waif. This was her repressed, vengeful,
sexually abused self, who repeatedly mocked the older woman
for her emollience. But as the alter-ego's name - Eve - all
too clearly indicated, the play had archetypal,
gender-exclusive notions of victimisation. 

Dowie, one of the pioneers of "stand-up theatre" (in such
pieces as Why Is John Lennon Wearing A Skirt?), says that
"anything presented as black-and-white annoys me". Her
central character is therefore not only male, but drawn
from one of the less sentimental areas of masculinity: the
ageing rent boy. 

The structure, too, is unconventional. Even plays with a
liberal-minded agenda, such as Paula Vogel's recent
Pulitzer Prize-winning How I Learned To Drive - where the
driving lessons an uncle gives his young niece become an
ambiguous image of empowerment, sexual temptation and
suggested complicity - can't resist imparting an illicit
thrill by working back to the Fateful Initiatory Moment.
Vogel tries to cover herself with a double time-scheme,
simultaneously moving backwards to the First Lesson and
forwards to the Adult Showdown, but you still come out
feeling faintly soiled. 

Easy Access, while having a strong and necessary sexual
charge, eschews that cheap brand of titillation. A painful
progression to knowledge is indeed charted in the play,
which follows Michael as he assembles a video diary of his
life as a male prostitute. But here it is from the loving
illusions he harbours about his father at the start -
arguing with a jaunty defensiveness to the camera that "I'd
hate to fall out with him over something as meaningless as
sex" - to the growing desperate realisation of the way he
has been duped and damaged. 

The abuse started when he was six, after father and son
were abandoned by the mother and one of the most pitiable
admissions in the piece is Michael's recollection that it
felt worse when it stopped. "It was just like it had never
happened in the first place. I thought he was mad at me, or
didn't love me any more." 

Unlike the character Gary, another abused renter who
proselytises for dumping wayward dads, the play sympathises
with Michael's need for paternal affection, while
demonstrating - in creepy fantasy moments where the father
erotically replaces Michael's current sexual partners - how
the abuse has, for the younger man, debased the currency of
loving exchange. 

Monologues, with their built-in knack of presenting the
world from the speaker's distorted, partial perspective,
might seem a form particularly suited to abuse drama, with
its slippery overlappings of reliable and unreliable
witnesses. But for every success in this line (Alan
Bennett's stringently compassionate solo piece for a
paedophile, Playing Sandwiches), there are at least a 
couple of stinkers that jettison any equivocality.

Dennis Lumbourg's One Fine Day - in which Joe McGann played
a likeable Scouser unjustly accused by social workers of
molesting his little daughter - actually made it into the
West End. In this example of perky, feelgood abuse drama,
it was clear from the start that it would have been about
as feasible to charge Shirley Valentine with mass murder.
But form and content here were at odds: to plead
straightforward innocence in a solo drama is tantamount to
claiming complete discretion in a whispering gallery. 

Easy Access is characteristically canny in its use of
monologue. The whole piece is enveloped in ambiguity and
ends in a peculiar solo turn that queasily heightens this
atmosphere. The crisis comes when the father, a cafe owner,
lets a room to his new female helper and her little boy.
Are Michael's manic plots to get rid of them evidence of
anxiety on the child's behalf, or of jealousy, or both? As
he argues, if the father interferes with this new boy, it
will destroy his belief that their sexual relationship was
special and prove that, even back then, he was what he
afterwards became: meat on a rack. 

Like David Spencer's Killing The Cat (1990) in which the
protagonist has written a dubious novel about his sister's
abuse by their father, Easy Access differs from most plays
on this theme by incorporating a sense of uneasiness at its
own devices. The video Michael is compiling is crucial
here. In retaliation for his goading suspicions - whether
they be true or false - the father steals the footage and
edits it so that it is reduced to a monologuing string of
moments in which Michael, sometimes in the company of
children, is made to look like a sinister and potential
perpetrator, and his previous behaviour an elaborate
rationalisation of this urge. 

The systematic removal of ambiguity from that video
ironically serves to complicate our sense of the twisted
power mechanisms between father and son. It follows that
the best drama about abuse, while making quite clear that
the act itself is evil, should not simplify a sense of the
complex reciprocities in the adult/child relationship. Nor
should it pretend that the balance of inequalities is
always tilted in the one direction. What is devastating to
Michael in Easy Access is the fact that his father failed
to realise what the sex meant to him. For the older man, it
was a phase: for Michael, the centre of life. 

And what is devastating to the platonic paedophile in Simon
Gray's The Late Middle Classes is that the boy-muse remains
fundamentally unaware of the painful significance he held
for this stricken adult. It is only by being scrupulous
about the many varieties of injury that drama can tackle
the subject of abuse without artistically violating it. 

 * 'Easy Access' is at the New End, London NW3 from 22 Apr-15
 May, 0171-794 0022; 'The Late Middle Classes' is at Watford
 Palace Theatre to 10 Apr, 01923 225 671*

------------------------------------------------------------
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'Heather' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'The Corman' wrote:
> AHHHHHHHHH!!!!  It's a girl!!!!!

and then:
> Sunstorm, what you described sounds wonderful.

Do I sense here a slight bit of ambivalence as to what you want?

Having been roommate to a guy I was heavily attracted to (but who had a
girlfriend), I can certainly empathize with your situation; having
destroyed my friendship with the guy in the process, I share your
worries. I've not been following ASGL recently (been too busy with
real-life stuff), but does your wife know about your feelings? Because I
should imagine that she would be the best person to help you establish
some boundaries from the start and to assist you in keeping them. If you
have any family or friends you could ask help from, that would be great
too. Just knowing that other people are watching out for you and helping
you keep to the guidelines you've established for yourself might prove
to be enough impetus to keep to those guidelines. (And I wouldn't
dismiss immediately the old "chaperone" rule about baths and bedtime;
it's tried and true. But of course you know your limitations best.) The
important thing, though, is to decide beforehand which issues are likely
to come up, so that you don't panic when the moment arises.

As for the cold showers issue: Men being men, I doubt that you need to
have an attractive person in the room to get an erection; perhaps you
could explain that early on (perhaps as part of her birds-and-bees talk)
and leave the more difficult questions for when your daughter gets old
enough to understand what you're talking about. That would also help if
she ever got to chatting with others about daddy's nice erections. The
important thing to keep in mind is that the day will come when her
teacher gives the class a little lecture on the signs of sexual abuse;
you don't want her to freak out at that point. 

I agree that you shouldn't worry about expanding societal norms; let the
people who aren't likely to be arrested for child abuse take on that
brave task. Your job (in my humble opinion) is to conform as much as
possible to societal norms, both so that you won't risk being arrested
and also so that your daughter won't become more confused than necessary
by the fact that certain aspects of you *don't* conform to societal
norms. None of this need prevent you from discussing (in the abstract)
the problems related to societal beliefs and what happens when people
have feelings that don't conform with those beliefs; the subject is
likely to come up on its own, in connection with gay kids at her school.
But when your daughter reaches the age where you explain to her about
your sexuality (if you choose to do so), she will be much more at peace
if she can look back on her childhood and see for herself how
super-careful you have been.

'Heather'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

It's taken some time, and that is certainly for a large part my fault,
but Ianthe is partly to blame too - I sent most of this a week and a
half ago, but he seems to have missed it.

  [ Whoops! Sorry! ]

--

What a wonderful weekend! I went to a meeting, and Marleen was there
too. At first she did not seem very receptive, barely answering when
I said hello, but later she would repeatedly ask me how long I would
be taking still with what I was doing (so she and I could play
afterwards). Whenever I had the time free, she would turn up and we
would play, talk, or simply be together. I really like that girl - and
it's mutual.

Of course we would do a lot of tag, but many other things too. She was
'it' playing hide-and-seek with the other kids, I just stood there. I
lay on the ground, tired of going after her all the time. She went
sitting on my back. She tried to push me over - and sometimes
succeeded. And sometimes we did nothing more but just sit together and
talk - or smile.

She had something of a pedophile herself too, being majorly enchanted
with a 15-month-old boy that was also there. She obviously had
difficulties with not being allowed to touch him (she had an illness,
and would risk infecting him), but still had as much playing with him
as I had playing with her. She also has a nose for us - at some time
she managed to get another adult to join us. It was my 'out' boy-lover
friend.

We really were close (if not physically, then at least in the sense of
always being together), and it seemed that nobody - be it her father,
other adults, or the other children present - saw anything strange or
bad in that. Although I must admit that I probably would not have
noticed it if they had either. I guess I was a bit 'wearing blinders'.

--

I don't know what to think of Alyson's feelings towards me. Lately,
she was putting on her coat as a simple way of dressing-up. She could
not do the zipper, so asked her grandmother to do it, who however
answered that she should wait until she was ready with what she was
doing. I offered to do it for her, but not only did she not want me
to, but also showed that not by simply saying no, but by actually
walking away.

I decided that it would be better to not involve myself with her for
a while, but then the very next time she almost keep calling for me,
and telling me to watch things, until I finally have to say goodbye
because I would be late for work otherwise. You'd hardly believe
that that is twice the same girl.

--

I have answered on a call for volunteers to help teaching school
children some hobby of mine. No reaction yet.

--

'?' wrote:
> Recently, I realized from talks with other girl-lovers, that at least
> some of us seem to have a story comparable to my own...

That was me.

'Sihme' said:
> What '?' said about the sexual feelings getting weaker isn't
> so correct as the sexual feelings simply being overtaken.

I guess that is just a different way of saying the same thing.

> However, in my case it's difficult to say what exactly the
> emotion is, it's obviously classifiable as a 'desire' but on
> what basis I don't know, neither is it linked to how horny I
> am.

I think the thing that comes closest to describing it is 'being in
love'.

> but could you say that girl-lovers desire to be the girls
> they were? Maybe, for when I was a child, up until the age
> of 8, I was to all intents and purposes a girl.

That's not something I recognize. Although I have never been a
super-masculine person, I still am, and always have been, clearly
closer to the male than to the female side.

> Being able to 'join in' with the activities of little
> girls is for some reason paramount.

There I do agree again. I want to be accepted by them, and I want
to be accepted as being an equal, 'one of them'. And that is
typically shown by this kind of thing.

--

'Corman' wrote:
> When my daughter asks me to play with her, am I going to 
> have to excuse myself to take a cold shower?  Perish the 
> thought.  So, as you can see, I a bit worried.  Take care 
> all.

There's nothing bad about having a hard-on in presence of, or even
from, your little girl. She's really not going to suffer just from
noticing you are having fun. Of course you should watch out what you
are doing, but having a hard-on is not what you need to watch out for.
There's no harm in that.

> But the day my five-year-old marches into school 
> and mentions how much she loves sleeping naked with Daddy, I 
> can expect the SWAT team to come for tea.

Even though it's not extremely common, many of the best parents in 
the country would be in troubles if the 'family bed' were forbidden.
And being naked? Why would she be more or less naked when sleeping
with you than when sleeping on her own? And if there is no
difference, why would she ever mention?

--

'Ian' asked:
> I was wondering, can net-cafes, ISPs, & organizations choose an 
> online computer and then view/hear what the user is viewing/hearing?  

'Sanctuary' answered:
> Yes. Those places are on a network and anyone with access to the
> network can (and probably will) view what you are saying.

I agree that they can, but not that typically they will. In most cases
they have to do many things that are much more important than spying
on unsuspecting users. Not to mention that in most cases the number of
users is so large that even if they wanted they could still only look
at a small fraction.

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
> Yes, the girl noticed my state. "Why is that thing always 
> sticking out"? she asked me once. I just said it happens 
> sometimes and you can't help it. She accepted that.

Reminds me of that time in the swimming pool, with Leslie and Joyce.
They noticed I had a bulge in my pants, we laughed a bit about it,
and that was it. If only those adults had been as easy about it! (see
the 14 September 1998 issue for those who do not know what I mean)

--

From the press-cuttings:
> USA: An "anti" article inspired by evangelicals, in a
> right-wing paper, and which twists and spins the facts,
> but forwarded here so people can counter the arguments:

Counter which arguments? I did not see any, except
'Pedophilia is bad. So it must not be accepted. So this article is
wrong'. Which is of course a logical fallacy (truth or falsity of
something is not dependent on the moral goodness or badness of its
consequences), but still - it's hardly an argument at all.

   [ True - it seems they have "shot themselves in the foot"
     a little over this.  The only coverage was in right-wing/
     evangelical media, with just one mention in a mainstream
     paper I think.  And their lack of good counter-arguments,
     leading to a distortion of the facts to score points for
     their sticks-out-a-mile "agenda" -  all that won't have 
     won them any freinds outside the already converted, is 
     my guess. ]

--

'Observer' wrote:
> Oh, one more question to the parents. 'Rasputins dog' asked about
> letting your girls be close to pedophiles. Does knowing that a true
> girl lover would never harm a girl help when you see your precious
> angels befriending older adults? I would think that knowing what I
> do about myself, knowing that I would never harm a girl but also
> knowing that I do feel politically incorrect feelings for the
> little ones, would actually make me more skeptical of men. One 
> person's girl lover can easily be a child molester in disguise.

I'm not a parent, so I guess this is not directed at me, but I'll
still go and react to it:

It's true, I heard about one case like that on BoyChat. A boy had
allegedly been brutally raped, and the person who was arrested for 
it, was described (by his mother, but still) as one would describe 
the true child-lover - always wanted to be with children (especially 
boys), and would not harm them at all. But apparently there was a 
child molester beneath that child lover blanket.

Still, being a girl lover would give me a better feeling about this
kind of thing than even being the most understanding outsider would.
Because I share those feelings, I feel I would be more than another
person able to sense whether an adult friend of my child's would mean
good news or bad news. Furthermore, I think a pedophile's son or
daughter would be raised with more knowledge about his/her body, and
more independence and autonomy, making it more likely that (s)he 
would take the necessary steps to avoid abuse him/herself. Then, I
had a few adult friends as a child myself, and never had anything bad
from it, and finally, adult friends are possible molesters, but so
are family members, teachers or complete strangers.

> Now on the discussion of pedophiles being more open with who they are
> in public. I have made some strides to that effect. I have a cute Laika
> picture as my desktop wallpaper and my family has seen me looking at
> socially acceptable girl photos as well as some borderline ones. Now
> this isn't a major step in the war against us but it is a big step for
> me. It shows that I no longer fear who I am and I will no longer allow
> my fear of others opinions take my love away.

That's my favourite way of acting too - not saying I'm a pedophile,
but still looking at girl pictures, and playing with girls, openly.
It may not be a major step, but I do think it's a good way to 'come
out' - it's better that they first realize what you really feel, and
only then start to think that you're a pedophile, then that they first
hear the latter - and then don't give themselves the chance to do the
first.

> If they ask about my attraction to girls I just say that I wish I
> had one.

That you had one what? A girl or an attraction to girls?

--

'The Corman' wrote:
> If I control myself and never touch her I will teach her to shun
> adults who want to be friends with her for fear she will be one
> of the few who are molested and bear the scars eternally.  If I
> do not control myself and I touch her my life will be over, my
> wife will divorce me, the church will censure me, the law will
> jail me, and the world will  hunt me.  I am in hell.

Boy, boy, don't get so upset! Even in the current paranoia there is
still plenty of room between what puts you in jail and pretending your
girl is a leper. Any father will want to hold his newborn daughter,
and so do you. Just do it. Nobody will think that strange. And when
she gets older, just keep doing it. Not in secret, but out in the
open. If you're found out, people might go berserk, but if you just
do it in public, people know and probably accept.

Of course, you should not be going too far. But there is plenty you
can do before you get to that point. Stop worrying about what people
think, and start making sure that your daughter has the best daddy in
the world. First things first.

--

> Also, I was at a flea market with a friend of mine today and I purchased 
> a movie-still from the movie [....] that showed a man and a
> woman talking in the background of a beautiful girl kneeling in a chair. 
> If anyone has seen this movie can you tell me if it's worth looking for 
> it and who the actor who played the girl is.

Has the name of a movie one has watched now become a 'too identifying'
statement?!? Anyway, I won't go into guessing who the girl was
without that information...

   [ No - but if it's a rare still and a specific movie, the 
     guy who sold it you might be able to identify you. ]

--

'Snallygaster' wrote:
> I heard something wonderful on the radio today 4-3-99.  On a CBC
> (Canadian Broadcasting Corporation) show called Basic Black
> (http://www.basicblack.com/) had and interview with Jaine and Eric
> Grundmanis.  They live in Qualicum Beach on Vancouver Island where
> they have produced a CD of children laughing.

Please warn me when this CD crosses the big pond. If I have ever read
about a 'must have', this is it!

--

From the press cuttings:
> FORGET the sensitive New Man and his lager-fuelled opposite, the New
> Lad. A newer and more positive masculine role model has emerged - the
> Highly Involved Man (HIM). He is a key factor in building the
> self-esteem and success of boys, according to a report published on
> Tuesday. It is the quality of his relationship with the man in his
> life which marks out the supremely confident boy from his peers. The
> man doesn't have to live with him, he doesn't even have to be Dad, but
> he does have to take an interest. Nine out of 10 British boys with a
> Highly Involved Man in their life were in the top 25 per cent
> of achievers in the survey, while boys at the bottom tend to have
> semi-detached fathers who tell them that "boys don't cry".

In other words: Research shows that Britain needs more boy-lovers!
The sad thing in this piece is that taking the numbers, less than
30% of the boys get the HIM they need - probably much less than that,
in fact.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Sihme' writes :
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Observer' wrote :
>>What we interpret as insensitivity probably isn't anything of the sort.

(said I)
>I hope you are right. I'm the type of person who fears rejection. I always
>like for the girls to reassure me that they care or at least that I'm not
>bugging them. I have learned not to pester them about their feelings or
>else
>they will think of me more as a psychiatrist and less of a friend, or worse
>as a they will think of me as a disciplinarian because of my questioning.

Everyone fears rejection.  Everyone likes reassurance that their company is
welcome.  Just think about how hard it is to talk to someone who doesn't
reply periodically with some affirmation that they are listening.  It's 
difficult, just like lecturing a class of blank faces.  Actually, come to 
think of it, I know people who can talk 'at' people for hours without 
caring that the person is completely uninterested, but I think this is not 
so much because they have transcended this insecurity as just not being 
receptive to social cues.

Here's an excerpt from a letter a friend sent me ages ago, believing 
his fear of rejection actually had a basis in 'mental disease' - something 
which I give VERY little credence to.  I think this may be from DSM IV, 
but I don't know...

 "_On Avoidant Personality Disorder_

 Persons with avoidant personality disorder show an extreme sensitivity to
 rejection, which may lead to a socially withdrawn life. They are not 
 asocial and show a great desire for companionship but are shy; they need 
 unusually strong guarantees of uncritical acceptance. Such persons are 
 commonly referred to as having an inferiority complex.

 Hypersensitivity to rejection by others is the central clinical feature of
 this disorder. Persons with the disorder desire the warmth and security of
 human companionship but justify their avoidance of forming relationships
 by their alleged fear of rejection. When talking with someone, they express
 uncertainty and a lack of self-confidence and may speak in a self-effacing
 manner. They are afraid to speak up in public or to make requests of others,
 because they are hypervigilant about rejection. They are apt to misinterpret
 other people's comments as derogatory or ridiculing. The refusal of any
 request leads them to withdraw from others and feel hurt.

 In the vocational sphere, avoidant personality disorder patients often
 take jobs on the sidelines. They rarely attain much personal advancement or
 exercise much authority. Instead, at work they may seem simply shy and 
 eager to please.

 Many avoidant personality disorder patients are able to function, provided
 they are in a protected environment. Some marry, have children, and live
 their lives surrounded only by family. Should their support system fail,
 however, they are subject to depression, anxiety, and anger. Phobic
 avoidance is common, and avoidant personality disorder patients may give 
 histories of social phobias or go on to such phobias during the course 
 of their illness. "


I used to consider myself very sensitive to rejection, and in ways I 
suppose I am, but it all seems like a load of crap now.  I mean, what 
right do I have to wallow in my own self pity at being rejected?  One 
has got to stop being such a 'soft-cock' and face life and its 
challenges with guts of steel.

> I often keep my feelings inside and I often find
>that people don't know when I am happy. I don't smile a lot, it's purely a
>physical thing though because I am often happy without the smile or outward
>signs. Well, that throws people off so I do try to give girls the benefit
of
>the doubt. I know I'm not the only one who doesn't easily show emotions.

That's interesting, because I often think that I smile and laugh too 
much. Even simply walking down the street I am overcome by the barrage of 
amusing thoughts which pop into my mind,  so much so I have to look down 
to stop people wondering why I'm laughing at what seems like nothing.  
You could say my countenance bears the look of someone perpetually 
suppressing a giggle.

--

'Corman' wrote :
>AHHHHHHHHH!!!! It's a girl!!!!!

Wonderful!! :~)

>..I am in hell.

If *that's* hell then book me a ticket! ;)

I'm interested to know if anyone here has ever written stories for 
children, and if so, did they find that the children liked and 
understood them?  I'm interested in doing this, not really in the 
hope of being published and making money from it (at least not 
at this stage) but just to see how they go down.

And here's a quick limerick :)

 I look, every night, in her window
 Sadly tonight she's not in, though
 The nights when she's there,
 I can't help but stare,
 And hope that it isn't a sin though.

Sincerely,

'Sihme'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ You could be the next Lewis Carroll or JM Barrie! ;) I think
     to some extent they devised their stories _with_ children
     first, and only wrote them down later ? ]




'Galahad' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Gentlemen,

The ASGL-L postings are becoming better and better.  The latest
postings includes very relevant facts of great interest not only 
to Girl lovers but to all responsible freedom-loving peoples.  
The tone and content of the cases cited in the April 10th
postings illustrate a growing gender bias and age bias in 
criminal justice system as well as the public media.  As a 
legal professional I am ashamed to admit that I was woefully 
unaware of most of these cases and their obviously impact upon the
freedoms and civil liberties of all peoples in all cultures.  
If outrages such as have been listed here can occur to one segment 
of a population merely because they are considered "out of public 
favor" or because due to sensational nature of the allegations
against them they are unilaterally presumed to be criminal the 
whole of any society that allows such practices must soon suffer.

'Galahad'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Just to let you know that there is one interesting book, 
"Father Book - An Instruction Manual" by Dr. Frank Minirth 
and others (ISBN: 0-7852-8188-6).  Chapter eight is 
"Dad and His Kid's Sexuality".

Take care! 

'Andrej'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Flickorna' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Congratulations, 'Corman', on your new daughter!!!!!!!!

--

(The following is an article taken from an American 
magazine/periodical called Mothering, Nov-Dec 1998, pages 63-67.)

 _Sleep With Me_

 A TRANS-CULTURAL LOOK AT THE POWER AND PROTECTION OF SHARING A BED

 BY MEREDITH F. SMALL

People spend a third of their lives asleep. And we do not sleep in 
random ways. How we sleep, with whom we sleep, and where we sleep is 
molded both by culture and custom, traditions handed down through 
generations. For most of human history, babies and children slept with 
their mothers, or perhaps with both parents. Our distant ancestors 
lived in small groups that subsisted by hunting and gathering, and it 
is safe to assume that these bands did not have separate sleeping 
quarters for parents and children in their temporary shelters. It 
wasn't until 200 years ago that a few cultures began to construct 
dwellings with more than one room, and even today, such sleeping 
privacy is rare except in more affluent societies. The majority of 
people around the world still live in one-room shelters where all 
activities take place.

Anthropologist John Whiting also found a simple association between 
climate and parent-child cosleeping (among other behaviors). 
Evaluating 136 societies, Whiting outlined four kinds of typical 
household sleeping arrangements: mother and father in the same bed 
with baby in another bed; mother and baby together and father 
somewhere else; all members of the family in separate beds; and all 
members of the family together in one bed. The most prominent pattern 
across cultures, Whiting discovered, was mother with child and father 
in another place (50 percent of the 136 cultures). In another 16 
percent, the baby slept with both mother and father. Many of these 
cultures, he wrote, were polygamous, so that fathers were moving among 
households and beds, and the stable unit was actually each mother with 
her children. Whiting also found a connection to cold weather. Men and 
women (that is, couples) routinely sleep together in places where the 
winter temperature falls below 50 degrees presumably for warmth more 
than any other reason  but they often have separate sleeping 
arrangements where the climate is warmer. The sleeping place of 
babies, on the other hand, usually conforms to a different climatic 
situation  they usually stay with mother in areas with warm climates, 
but in colder climates, they are swaddled in blankets and strapped to 
cradleboards to minimize heat loss. These cultures, however, represent 
a small minority of the human population.

In almost all cultures around the globe, babies sleep with an adult, 
while older children sleep with parents or other siblings. It is only 
in industrialized Western societies such as those in North America and 
some parts of Europe that sleep has become a private affair. The West, 
in fact, stands out from the rest of humanity in the treatment of its 
children during sleep. In one study of l86 nonindustrial societies, 
children sleep in the same bed as their parents in 46 percent of the 
nonindustrial cultures, and in a separate bed but in the same room in 
an additional 21 percent. In other words, in 67 percent of the 
cultures around the world, children sleep in the company of others. 
More significantly, in none of those 186 cultures do babies sleep in a 
separate place before they are at least one year old. In another 
survey of 172 societies, all infants in all cultures do some 
cosleeping at night, even if only for a few hours. The US consistently 
stands out as the only society in which babies are routinely placed in 
their own beds and in their own rooms.

Anthropologist Gilda Morelli compared the sleeping arrangements and 
nighttime habits of parents in the US with a group of Mayan Indians in 
Guatemala. The Mayan babies slept with their mothers in all cases for 
the first and sometimes the second year. In more than half the cases, 
the father was there as well, or he was sleeping with older children 
in another bed. Mayan mothers made no special note of feeding at night 
because they simply turned and made a breast available when the baby 
cried with hunger, probably while the mothers were still fast asleep. 
For the comparative US group, three babies were placed in a separate 
room to sleep from the time they were born, and none of the 18 
subjects slept in the parents' bed on a regular basis. By three months 
of age, 58 percent of the babies were already sleeping in another 
room; and by six months of age, all but three had been moved out to a 
separate room. Not surprisingly, 17 of the 18 American parents 
reported having to stay awake for nighttime feedings.

Differences in attitude toward sleep in general were equally clear 
between the two cultures. American parents used lullabies, stories, 
special clothing, bathing, and toys to ritualize the sleep experience, 
whereas Mayan parents simply let their babies fall asleep when they 
did, with no folderol. When the researcher explained to the Mayan 
mother how babies were put to bed in the US, they were shocked and 
highly disapproving, and expressed pity for the American babies who 
had to sleep alone. They saw their own sleep arrangements as part of a 
larger commitment to their children, a commitment in which practical 
consideration plays no part. It did not matter to them if there was no 
privacy, or if the baby squirmed at night  closeness at night between 
mother and baby was seen as part of what all parents do for their 
children.

Conversely, the American parents who slept with their babies on a 
regular basis said they did so for "pragmatic" reasons (presumably for 
breastfeeding and comforting a fretful baby), although they 
acknowledged that co sleeping seemed to foster attachment. Unlike the 
Mayans, they often found this attachment to be worrisome and somehow 
emotionally or psychologically unhealthy. They moved their babies out 
of the parental room as soon as possible, usually by six months; and 
they expressed the need to guide the child down a path of 
independence, as well as a desire for their own privacy. They also 
felt such separation would be less traumatic if done early rather than 
later. As one mother put it, "I am a human being, and I deserve some 
time and privacy to myself." Many mothers also have been told by 
pediatricians or childcare experts that sleeping alone in a bassinet 
or crib is safer for the baby, and so they follow this advice, 
assuming they are doing the right thing.

Differences in attitude among cultures can perhaps be most clearly 
seen in work on immigrants from one culture to another; infant sleep 
pat terns, it turns out, are one of the last traditions to change 
under pressure from the adopted country. In England, Asian parents  
that is, people of Indian, Pakistani, and Bangladeshi origin  
continue to sleep with their babies even when this is not the accepted 
pattern or the one advocated by British health care. And in the US, 
where solitary sleep is advocated by pediatricians and the larger 
society, ethnic pockets remain in which sleeping with the baby is the 
accepted pattern; minorities that live by nonwhite rules also 
regularly cosleep. In one study of Hispanic-Americans in East Harlem 
in New York City, 21 per cent of the children from six months to four 
years of age slept with their parents, as compared to 6 percent of a 
matched sample of white middle-class children. Eighty percent of the 
Hispanic children shared the same room with their parents, and this 
sharing was not due solely to space constraints.

Recent immigrants are not the only group that differs in their 
sleeping arrangements with their children. In a comparison of whites 
and African Americans, 55 percent of the white parents and 70 percent 
of the black parents said they coslept with their babies. For whites, 
cosleeping with their children took place primarily when babies were 
perceived to have sleeping problems  defined as waking during the 
night  or due to a mother's ambivalence toward the parenting role. In 
this and other studies, cosleeping in white families was usually a 
last-resort attempt to soothe a troubled child or fix a troubled 
parent offspring relationship. For black parents, cosleeping was seen 
as a normal pattern and had nothing to do with fixing a troubled sleep 
history or a problematic relationship.

In Appalachia or eastern Kentucky, cosleeping in infancy and childhood 
is the norm, as it has been for hundreds of years. Although the people 
of this area are not an ethnic minority or recent immigrants, they do 
represent a cohesive population that has been resistant to change. 
Historians note that in colonial times on the eastern seaboard, 
several people slept in the same bed  it was the only way to sleep in 
such small houses. But when new ideas about privacy began to appear in 
the 19th century, housing reflected those changes, and suddenly there 
were private sleeping rooms, first in public houses and then in 
private homes. The people of Appalachia, descendants of that more 
colonial tradition, continued the communal sleeping arrangement and 
still refuse to place babies alone even when there is plenty of room. 
Contrary to the advice given by pediatricians in the area, these 
mothers place their babies in the parental bed because they believe in 
their particular parenting ideology. As anthropologist Susan Abbott 
points out, "[Cosleeping] is not some kind of quaint hold-over from an 
archaic past, nor is it pathological in its constitution or outcome 
for the majority of those who experience it. It is a current, well 
situated pattern of child rearing that is withstanding the onslaught 
of advice by contemporary childcare experts."

The point is to make a tightly knit family and keep children close. 
Seventy-five-year-old Verna Mae Sloane writes of motherhood in 
Appalachia: "How can you expect to hold on to them in life if you 
begin by pushing them away?"

Why is cosleeping important? Science is just now learning the answer 
to that question. No one yet knows why animals sleep, but we do have a 
pretty good idea how sleep occurs. Like most physical states, sleep 
involves a number of biological or physiological mechanisms. Sleep is 
con trolled by the primitive brain stem, which sends messages to and 
from the heart, the lungs, muscles around the diaphragm and ribs, and 
hormone producing organs  all systems that monitor and regulate the 
choreography of sleep. In sleep, just as during times of wakefulness, 
adult humans shift through periods of controlled neocortical-driven 
breaths and automatic brainstem-initiated breaths. Adults are able to 
manage the shift between these types, but infants do it less easily. 
Infants are born with neurologically unfinished brains. They don't 
develop the ability to easily navigate types of breathing until they 
are at least three to four months old, and the sleep patterns of 
newborns reflect this. As mentioned earlier, they are unable to 
consolidate periods of sleep and don't distinguish between day and 
night; they also spend more time in REM sleep than adults do.

When sleeping with her mother, a baby reacts to her movements and goes 
through any number of changes in sleep stages, far more than when the 
infant sleeps alone, practicing the transitions from one kind of 
breathing to another. Left alone, babies must steer through night 
sleep with little training, and no external environmental stimuli or 
cues. Most babies eventually develop the skill to shift between types 
of breathing as their brains develop. But for some infants, such 
shifts may be harder; they could benefit from the external metronome 
of parental breathing. Cosleeping, with all its entwined movements 
through various levels of sleep, and its physical checkpoints, may be 
exactly what nature intended to ensure babies survive through the 
night as well as learn how to sleep and breathe on their own.

Most parents in Western culture, by opting not to cosleep, have thus 
altered the physical parent-baby interaction during sleep hours. But 
it is important for parents who have done so to realize that they have 
opted for this arrangement because of cultural reasons, not out of 
biological appropriateness. What these well-meaning parents do not 
realize is that they might also be putting their babies unnecessarily 
at risk.

Infant needs and parental responses to those needs do, after all, 
constitute a dynamic, co-evolving system, a system that was, and is 
even now, being shaped by natural selection to maximize infant 
survival and improve parental reproductive success. Culture may 
change, and society might progress, but biology is modified at a much 
slower rate. Babies are still stuck with their Pleistocene biology 
despite our modern age, and no amount of technological devices or 
bedtime routines will change that. What babies need from parents is to 
be part of that interactive parent baby system that evolved for good 
evolutionary reasons, and which is a biological necessity even today.

 Meredith F. Small is a professor of anthropology at Cornell 
 University. She is the author of Female Choices: Sexual Behavior of 
 Female Primates and What's Love Got to Do with It? The Evolution of 
 Human Mating. This article is excerpted from her most recent book, Our 
 Babies, Ourselves (Anchor Books, 1998).

_Resources_

For more information on babies and sleep, see the following articles 
in past issues of Mothering: "In Support of the Family Bed," and 
"Sudden Infant Death Syndrome: Making Sense of Current Research," no 
81, "The Truth About Nightwaking," (ed) no. 76; and "Tossing and 
Turning Over 'Crying It Out,'" no. 74.

Books:

Bornstein, M. H. Cultural Approaches to Parenting. Hillsdale, NJ. 
Lawrence Erlbaum, 1991.

Harkness, S., C. M. Super, C. H. Keefer, N van Tiijin, and E. van der 
Klugt. Cultural Influences on Sleep Patterns in Infancy and Early 
Childhood. Atlanta, GA: American Association for the Advancement of 
Science, 1995.

Kitzinger, Sheila. Ourselves as Mothers. Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley 
Publishing Co., 1995.

'Flickorna'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'AmatorPuellurum' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

I haven't posted in so long I hope everyone hasn't
forgotten me... but I've been busy. I have met the most 
gorgeous little angel in the world! She has completely turned 
my world upside-down, but I don't mind one bit. She is 
10 years old and so beautiful and full of energy.

My washing machine decided to 'die' on me so I had to
start using the washing machines available at my apartment 
complex. I dread having to wash clothes as it is but I hate 
hauling all my stuff to the laundry room and paying to 
wash them.  But anyway, I was in a bad mood and
sitting in the corner of the laundry room reading the
paper and feeling sorry for my self, when I felt something 
tapping the paper. I lowered my paper and saw the most 
beautiful little girl I had ever seen. She gave me a smile 
that melted my heart and simply said Hi. She then
proceeded to sit down beside me and talk with me. We
talk for a long time and she helped me fold my clothes when 
they were finished.

I was on a high, she had made my day. But to my
delight this would not be the only time I could spend time 
with her. Several more times we would talk while waiting 
on my wash. Then I had my washing machine fixed finally 
and she found out which apartment I lived in and came
to visit. I was a little scared at having her over at
my apartment, me being a single man and her so young 
basically having the run of the place, I was constantly afraid 
that her parents or someone else would become suspicious.

She would come over and watch my TV (I have a large
screen TV with a mini-satellite dish) and play games on my 
computer. She loves to sit in my lap, plus she has another
habit that simply drives my crazy (but I would never
ask her to stop!!)

I'm a big Star Trek fan, so in the evenings I will
watch my shows usually laying down on the floor in front 
of the TV. Well, she comes over a lot
now during this time and she likes to sit down on top
of me for some reason, she will straddle me and then lean 
forward resting her head on her hands. Because I lay on 
my back with my head propped up you can see
this lets me have a very good view of her gorgeous
little rear, and because she wears these short little 
skirts most of the time I think I've seen just about 
every pair of panties she owns! (but I'm not complaining!)
I could never be happier! I know it won't last, but
I'm making the best of it while I can. As 'Desire' once 
posted that gl's have a life of vast up's and down's, the 
world is wonderful as long as we have the love of
a girl and it can be hell when we don't. (sigh)

I'll try to keep you up-to-date with my little angel!

'Amator' sez bye
----------------------------------------------------------------




'Sihme' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Mach 1' wrote:
>I agree that pedophilia is not exactly a sexual orientation. Would it be
>anything related to our instinct of protection and affinity to the
>defenseless ones? Maybe we are more sensitive than the average and
>showing love to children is something pure and highly emotive. When I
>embrace an LG I feel like protecting her from the world outside. Its a
>wonderful and unique sensation.

Well, not wanting to sound trite, but I'd say it's all these things and none
of them.  There's many people, nodoubt, who are sensitive and full of
love and affection for the defenceless, who feel nothing even close to
what we feel.  So these things come later, and are seemingly less abstract
than what's making us love lgs.

I was reading some old posts of asgl-l, and all of this has been covered
before; done to death actually :) And really, although we may not be able
to articulate it, I'm sure we all know 'what the deal is'.  What my
message is, is that whatever underlies girl love is not sexual, and probably
not knowable in the intellectual sense.  The seed can be planted in
anybody, and grow in many, and how it grows depends just on how you
are as a person, from a poisonous little weed in some, to a majestic oak in
others.

I also wrote :
>But aren't many boy-lovers (and I mean pre-pubescent boys)
>often heterosexual when it comes to adults? It's this which
>makes me think there's other things at work besides some
>sort of sexual 'fixation'.

To which Ianthe commented :
>[ I think if you ask on BoyChat you'll find that it's
>the opposite. ]

Okay okay.  On closer examination, I don't know where I got this
information from; I'm sure I read it somewhere though!

The question that has been flowing around in my mind, is what does it
take for something to become a full blown sexual orientation.  Another is
the word 'sexual' here.  What does it mean?  As I have been saying, it
seems like a disservice to girl-love to call it merely a sexual orientation,
because it has so many other facets than merely the sexual 'urge'.   All
these other things though, how do they appear in non-paedophiles?  We
have our characteristic behaviour.  Although the members of the group
here are all very different in some ways, when it comes down to it there's
been so many instances when I'm reading a post and thinking "that could
be me talking".  Is it that we're all focussed on something so particular
that we lend ourselves to similarity?  In the world of the average
heterosexual man, is there a real common ground like there is here?

It seems like almost all of the aspects of my personality are focussed
towards children.  Where are they focussed in the average man or
woman?  If somewhere else besides the object of their desire, why?  Are
they like incandescent bulbs and I like a laser beam?  I suppose my
mother did always accuse me of having a one-track mind; that's a
condition of the male of our species though, right?

'Mach 1' continued:
>Another issue you came up with was the attempt to justify your
>pedophile
>origin. Many of us could find something in our childhood that could
>have
>ignited our interest toward kids but its quite obscure. I don't find in
>myself anything that pointed me out the direction I followed. It just
>happened to be like that and I am enjoying it.

I wouldn't say 'justify', as I don't feel I have to justify myself anymore,
and I've given up trying to look for reasons *why* I 'became' a
paedophile, because there is no answer.  For instance, if say when you
were 8 years old you were desperately in love with some 8 year old girl, it
could as easily be said that the relationship caused your paedophilia as
your inherent paedophilia caused you to fall into such a relationship.  It's
just there, and always has been.

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>I used to be more attracted to young adult women than I am now. I still
>find them attractive sometimes but I no longer feel like I have crushes
>on them. The desire to make love with them is very small now

It seems like most people here are basically like this.

Flickorna, I liked your poem.  Do you still have those songs of yours on
the web somewhere?  I had one once and found it quite amusing :)

>I would be satisfied with close intimacy with a little girl if it was
>the right girl. Wouldn't you? I understand your desire to be a little
>girl. I've strongly wanted to be a girl since I was just 2 years old!
>And it's still a deep desire of mine. But that doesn't mean I can't get
>satisfaction from intimacy with a little girl.

Oh sure!  I'd be satisfied alright.  Hell, the simplest interactions can
send me reeling inside.  What I meant by satisfaction here was the most
ultimate and complete satisfaction.  Now that I think about it though,
looking deeper still, even becoming a little girl wouldn't be perfectly
satisfying.  I don't know what is, but the feeling of being a little girl
seemed more peaceful than just being close.  Becoming is the ultimate
closeness, I guess.

>I used to volunteer at a nice little pre-school where I got the idea
>that since I couldn't read people's minds, I shouldn't set boundaries
>for myself based on what I worry others might think is appropriate.
>So I let myself do things I normally would have worried "What would
>people think?". The little girls LOVED me for it. But some of the
>teachers hated me for it. They'd warn me that I could get accused of
>molesting quite easily, and they'd treat me badly. I justified my
>actions by the fact that I was doing nothing more than showing love
>and affection to beautiful little girls who had welcomed the attention.
>And love is a good thing!

I love your attitude :-)

Lately, I've been feeling like it's all a dream, and at times like I was
losing my grip on reality, but not in a bad way.  Things which ordinarily
carried meaning have been shedding it, and I've felt constantly like 'I
am not a part of this society' and very happy for it, actually :)  So with
this comes a good sort of insouciance, and everyone benefits.

Toward the issue of whether it's good to 'come out', speaking from
experience I think it's not a good thing.  In the beginning, I told HEAPS
of people (not family though), and trust me, there's no good in it!
People who 'know' seem to want to do everything they can to cramp your
style in the presence of children, or just wanting to dig, or to warn their
friends or something!  Even the ones that want the best for you think
they can do it by helping you to come out, just when you don't want to!

Anyway, these days I don't tell anyone,  I think the best thing to do is to
indicate that you're interested in children, but not in the paedophile
sense.  Like, I told my mother that I'm interested in things like
children's literature and education and she thinks it's great, and would
even help my interactions with children, but if I told her the full truth,
it would probably be a very different matter.  I would tell my best friend,
just because one really has to, but it doesn't better your situation as far
as getting closer to children goes, but will probably improve the
relationship with your friend, and so may be a worthwhile compromise.

To sum it up :

Telling people you're a paedophile = BAD.

--

'?' wrote:
>they'll be showing "Harriet the
>Spy" in two weeks, and from the previews and reviews I've seen, it's well
>worth watching.

You bet it's worth watching!  Man, I love this movie *so* much.  Just
thinking about it makes me feel nauseous!  Michelle Trachtenberg was
really, really great.  In the movie she's 10 or just turned 11.  She's
getting on a little now, unfortunately, she'll be turning 14 in October.  
It really sucks, every time I go to the Michelle Trachtenberg official 
fan page, there's some photo of her looking a little older and a little 
more popular each time.  It bites!  Oh well.  Anyone else like her?

Until next time,

'Sihme'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Corman' wrote:
>Ack!  How old is your daughter?  Pardon my intrusion, but 
>she sees you erect?  Is this in response to her and does 
>she know it?  Wow.  I do not think that would fly in our
>house.  My daughter will have a knowledge of sexual
>things but probably not by experience.

She is 12 and she has seen me erect. I hide nothing
from her. Part of education is dealing with sexuality. 
We have a responsibility as parents to help or children
understand the way things are. Sexuality is full of
controversy but it is as much a part of the human
experience as anything else.

'Sanctuary'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'nickless' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

(English is not my native language, so I apologize for any mistake.)

Hello everybody. I'm new to this list, so I thought I might step in 
and write a little introductory letter about myself.

I'm a male girl-lover, I live in Brazil and I'm not a 100% 
convinced pedophile. I'll tell you why.

Reasons why I believe I am a pedophile:

I like little girls. I like watching them, and I also enjoy their 
company. I feel attracted to them, both in a sexual and in an 
affetive way. I talk to them like they were my equal, not as if 
they were inferior, like most people do. I like listening to them, 
and they seem to like me too. And I've got a great patience with 
them. If I had to choose between the company of people my own age 
and little girls, I'd take the later ones.

Reasons why I doubt I'm a pedophile:

I'm 18 years old. That's why I hesitate in saying I'm a pedophile. 
As you know, a teenager's mind can be very confusing, and we can 
imagine we feel things that we actually don't feel. Anyway, I feel 
like a pedophile now.

When I was about 12, my neighbors and I used to play a lot. We 
were always separated: Boys would play soccer, basketball, or 
any other thing like that, while girls would go and play their 
own girlish games. I always went with the girls. It was not only 
because of the games the boys played (although I hate soccer), 
it was because of the boys themselves. I hated them! I've always 
hated boys. They were so rude, and so selfish and unsensitive! 
Girls were more caring, more sensitive... I've prefered their 
company. Today, I still prefer the company of girls, especially 
the young ones.

Some of you may say that it's easy for me to date a 13 or 12 yo 
girl without problem. It certainly is, but the girls this old 
who want older dates are exactly the kind of girls I don't 
want, that is, the "mature" girls. Girls who have lost their 
innocence, their childish behaviour, and this, more than their 
appearence, is what I seek. The girls like this are either not 
willing to date someone older, or would catch attention at me. 
(I'm sort of paranoid about that).

Well, that's me! :-)

--

'Mach I' wrote:
>I see this society going into a paradox. More and more couples are
>getting married, having babies and divorcing soon, leaving their
>children unattended and neglected. They are needy of attention and
>affection. When a child-lover approaches and naturally comforts them,
>they react very positively. We could counterbalance the deficiency this
>society created but instead, we are still considered perverts. There
>will be day child-lovers will be accepted as a solution and not a threat
>anymore.

Hello 'Mach I', nice to meet you! I certainly hope the future will 
be the way you describe it, but don't you think parents would 
consider this some kind of competition? I mean, would they be 
willing to admit that someone can take care better of their children, 
that someone loves their children more them themselves? I think 
the whole way parents think about their kids must be changed, in 
order to achieve that what you say.

--

'Corman' wrote:
>AHHHHHHHHH!!!!  It's a girl!!!!!  What am I going to do?  I am
>freaking out and fear I am going to bring my daughter into a life
>of misery and hate.

Hello 'Corman', nice to meet you! Congratulations on the birth 
of your daughter! I'm sure you're going to seperate your parent 
love (towards your daughter) from your little girl love (towards 
other girls), as 'Daveboy' did (nice to meet you too!).

That's it. I hope it makes sense to someone. Take care you all.

'nickless'
-----------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


* Australia: _Lolita lures sell-out houses_
* Europe: _European Parliament to ban anonymous remailers ?_
* Europe: _Royals and Ministers are sent e-mail child porn_
* Australia:_Watchdog calls for taping of sex case therapy_
* Australia:_Paedophile chaser concedes defeat_ 



Australia:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Lolita lures sell-out houses_

12th April 1999

ANY publicity is good publicity it seems, as more than 
200,000 movie-goers flocked to cinemas over the weekend 
for the official release of the controversial film
Lolita. 

Cinema operators reported above-average ticket sales and
full houses for the film, which Coalition MPs tried to ban. 
And, since its sneak preview last weekend, the number of
people who have gone to see what all the fuss is about has
reached almost 350,000, according to the film's
distributor, Beyond Films. 

Based on the Vladimir Nabokov novel, it tells of the fall
from grace of a man, played by Jeremy Irons, who seduces
his teenage stepdaughter. 

A Beyond Films executive, Peter Taylor, said the company
was pleased with the turn-out for Lolita, which is playing
in only 18 cinemas. 

He said controversy surrounding the film had boosted its
appeal and threats of a ban had encouraged people to see it
early. 

Almost 50,000 saw the film on Thursday, the day before the
Classification Review Board met to review its R18 rating. 
The board rejected the banning application brought by three
Western Australia-based anti-paedophile groups. The board
said it could not consider the application because the
applicants were not classified as a "person aggrieved". 

Weekend screenings at the Greater Union complex in Innaloo,
north of Perth, sold out, while attendances in Adelaide
were 95 per cent sold out according to Greater Union, and
cinemas in Sydney also reported above-average weekend
attendances. 

And so what was all the fuss about? According to those who
saw the film yesterday at Melbourne's Cinema Como -
nothing. 

Two grandmothers, Henriette Magnus of South Yarra and Karin
Ralph of Toorak, said they enjoyed the film.  Mrs Magnus 
said she was more disturbed by Stanley Kubrik's 1962 version, 
starring James Mason. 

"I liked it very much. I thought the acting was outstanding
and I thought it was better than the book," she said. 
Mrs Ralph said she expected to be disturbed by the movie,
and had been reluctant to see the film.  

"It's a very, very good film, " she said. "I don't know 
what everybody is talking about." 

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

15th April 1999

This week the House of Lords threw out the Government's
Sexual Offences (Amendment) Bill which would have 
criminalised relationships between teachers and pupils
over the age of 16.  Offenders would have faced up to
two years in jail.  New Labour is expected to try to
pass the Bill next year, if Parliamentary time can be 
found, invoking the little used Parliamentary Act to 
get the Bill through.

--

A primary school in East Sussex is worried about 
"sexualised psuedo-adult behaviour" and has banned 
slow dancing at the end-of-school disco because of
its "sexual nature". Parents and pupils of Denton
primary in Newhaven are angry at the govenors' ban.
One asked, "Who are they to say that two 11 year-olds,
who are not smooching or kissing, but just slow 
dancing, are up to no good? Slow dances are socially
acceptable the world over. We don't want out children
to grow up with a warped image of dancing because 
of the views of archaic governors."

-----------------------------------------------------------



Europe:
-----------------------------------------------------------

14th April 1999

_European Parliament to ban anonymous remailers ?_

The European Parliament is planning to tighten 
up measures for combating pornography on the 
Internet in the EU - including the banning of
anonymous remailers.

This is the aim of one Resolution, relating to a 
draft Joint Action which the Council of Ministers 
has proposed in the area of measures against
child pornographers. MEPs adopted the draft 
during their plenary session on April 13 in 
Strasbourg. 

The draft Joint Action proposes that the Member 
States shall ban the sending of anonymous e-mail.

However, user-controlled privacy is currently 
explicitly permitted under Section 26 of the EU 
Privacy Directive of the European Parliament.

-------------------------------------------------------



Europe:
-------------------------------------------------------

14th May 1999

_Royals are sent e-mail child porn_

In a bizzare publicity stunt, a Belgian group trying to 
raise awareness of its fight against child porn have 
sent the Royal family photographs of children being 
sexually tortured.

The notorious Belgian Morkhoven Group said the photos 
were among 70,000 images found on the Internet. It said 
many came from Austria but gave no details of where in 
the country or why.

Six photographs were sent to 1,500 politicians around 
Europe, and to the British, Dutch and Belgian royal 
families, said the group. The Morkhoven Group is 
itself under investigation by the Belgian police 
after the Morkhoven office was raided last year.

Spokesman Marcel Vervloesem claimed some images 
portrayed real torture which they had not found 
before.

He hoped the action would shock European leaders 
into coordinating their anti-child porn legislation.

Prosecutors in Antwerp said they would study the 
material before deciding whether to hold an 
investigation.

---------------------------------------------------------

  [ For an in-depth expose of Morkhoven, see:

   http://210.158.204.9/ro/fresh/winternews.html#hero  ]




Australia:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Watchdog calls for taping of sex case therapy_

16th April 1999

THE Queensland Council for Civil Liberties wants
confidential counselling sessions with alleged sexual 
abuse victims to be taped for use as evidence in court.

The council said the move would stop some therapists
shredding notes after "coaching" clients.

Council vice-president Terry O'Gorman said the proposal
stemmed from fears counselling could result in repressed
memory syndrome or "contaminated" evidence being put 
before juries.

He said that in one case a woman underwent 20 sessions
before she was able to recall a single incident of abuse.

The proposal is contained in a submission to the Law Reform
Commission.

In 1991, Mr O'Gorman wrote an article on defence strategies 
in cases concerning child sexual abuse for the Queensland 
Law Society Journal which advised colleagues to secretly 
tape-record clients, police and victims.

Mr O'Gorman conceded yesterday that the proposal was
controversial but said the cases to which he was referring
were held in a closed court and confidential sessions would
not be revealed "to the world at large".

"I expect that the opposition will be strong but it is an
issue that must be addressed," he said.

"On the one hand, complainants who have in fact been
sexually abused are entitled to the benefit of counselling.
On the other hand, accused persons are entitled to put
before a jury evidence which may indicate that a particular
allegation has been influenced either as to detail or
nuance by counselling.

"Assertions by some counsellors that they do not attempt to
influence complainants strain credibility. Some counsellors
in this area are ideologically driven and have only minimal
respect for procedural protections designed to minimise the
risk of a miscarriage of justice."

---------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Paedophile chaser concedes defeat_ 

14th April 1999

CONCEDING her political career was over, Franca
Arena said yesterday she had no regrets about her
anti-paedophilia campaign that caused unprecedented
controversy over the past two years.

An emotional Ms Arena, forced to resign from the Labor
Party as a result of that controversy to become an
Independent, said she was proud of her achievements. 
"I feel proud that I have raised awareness of at least one
important issue in our community," Ms Arena said after
tearfully conceding defeat yesterday.

Ms Arena, an Italian-born member of the NSW Legislative
Council, made national headlines in 1996 when she linked
paedophilia to former NSW Supreme Court judge David
Yeldham, who committed suicide four days later.

Her credibility was further shattered when her later claims
of a high-level political cover-up over paedophilia were
rejected by an inquiry as "false in all respects".

Her claims were often bizarre, such as her allegation
that an unnamed NSW judge was a child murderer who 
worshipped Satan.

But the strength, passion and conviction of her campaign
earned Ms Arena a following among victims groups.

Ms Arena's Child Safety Alliance party had received just
8616 votes or 0.3 per cent of the vote last month at the
NSW election, according to the State Electoral Commission
yesterday.

---------------------------------------------------------
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    [ Just a reminder that the ASGL-L archives are
      at: http://208.232.135.168/asgl/archive.html and
      the new news-cuttings archive is also linked from 
      that page.  ]




'Andre' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Here's my Dutch (and surroundings) movie overview for the coming
(as you read this probably current...) week. The #1 movie this week
is undoutedly 'The quiet room', where Chloe Ferguson sees her parents'
marriage break down, but a number of others are also worth watching.

--

Saturday, 9.00-11.05, SBS6: The last time I saw Paris (USA, 1954,
 drama)
An American journalist moves to Paris, falls in love and marries. He
tries to write a novel, but does not get accepted. Later his career
gets in the way of his relationship with his wife and daughter. Based
on a Hemingway novel. ***

Saturday, 21.20-22.54, BRT2 (Canvas): Betrayed by innocence (USA,
 1986, drama)
A married man has an affair with a young woman. He only realizes HOW
young when her father sues him for statutary rape. 0 (added because
of theme)

Saturday, 22.50-0.45, SBS6: Lionheart (USA, 1990, action) - Ashley
 Johnson (6)
A deserter from the foreign legion goes into illegal fightings to get
money for his sister-in-law to support her extremely ill husband and
her daughter. ***

Saturday, 23.55-1.25, Net5: The Sitter (USA, 1991, thriller) - Kim
 Cullum
A schyzophrenic baby-sitter thinks the girl she is sitting for is her
daughter and causes a lot of trouble, including murder. ****

Sunday, 22.35-0.05, ZDF: Herzlich wilkommen (Germany, 1990, drama)
A young man, returning from ten years imprisonment in Eastern Europe,
starts working in a home for problem children. ?

Monday, 15.20-16.55, SBS6: Jack the Bear (USA, 1993, drama)
A radio presentator and his two sons have just moved. He presents a
horror program, but spends most of his time drinking and mourning the
death of his wife. When he attacks a fascist election candidate, a
neo-nazi neighbour abducts his youngest son. **

Monday, 22.15-23.50, BRT2 (Canvas): Danse avec la vie (France, 1994,
 drama) - Veronique Tamaccio
A woman, not satisfied with her marriage, puts much energy in the
promising dancing carreer of her daughter, but does not see that the
girl suffers under the high demands asked of her. ****

Friday, 21.05-23.15, Veronica: Tightrope (USA, 1984, thriller) -
 Alison Eastwood (11)
A detective (Clint Eastwood) tries to track down a serial killer of 
prostitutes, and finds himself personally involved when the killer 
kills the same (S&M) prostitutes that he also visits. Then the killer 
kidnaps his own daughter (Alison, who is also Clint's daughter in
real life). ***1/2

Friday, 23.17-0.46, Nederland 3: The quiet room (Australia/Italy,
 1996, drama) - Chloe Ferguson (7), Phoebe Ferguson (3)
Story about a father and mother who are constantly fighting, and at
the point of divorce, told through monologue interieur of their
daughter, who protests against their fights by refusing to talk. 
Sister Phoebe plays the girl in flash-backs to the happier times. *****

'Andre'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

As I wrote here, half a year ago I was found to have an erection while
playing with children there, and was forbidden to go to the swimming
pool I used to frequent for a full year. There is a second swimming
pool in our city, but somehow I never got to going there until last
Sunday.

And then I heared the call: 'Would <Desire> please go to the counter?'
Apparently I had been recognized as a banned person. I really thought
the ban was only for that other swimming pool. Luckily, when I arrived
at the counter, it was something much more harmless: I had accidentily
dropped my wallet there. Phew!

Apart from this fearful moment, swimming was fun. There was this group
of girls, throwing a ball. I was on the side of the pool, looking at
them, and found the ball coming my way. I threw it back at them, and
then heared shouting 'That Mister is 'it'!'. I regarded that as an
invitation to join in, asked the rules, and then joined the group. We
would throw the ball to each other, and the one who was 'it' had to
try to catch it. Unfortunately, one of the girls started bleeding from
her toe, and I somehow lost sight of them.

Somewhat later I found myself in a bubble bath. Nine people - eight
girls and me. But just a few minutes later, that part of the pool
closed. Another moment gone.

At Saturday I had been 'girl watching' in the shopping center. One
girl (with mother and brother) I saw in a restaurant. We smiled some.
She was clearly happy but also shy about the attention. When they left
her mother asked her to say goodbye to me.

Somewhat later I sat on a bench, and saw a boy throw an apple's core
(or whatever) in the nearby trash can. I complimented him. Seems to
have hit just the right nerve, given his enthusiastic description
(unfortunately out of ear reach) when he was back with his mother.

--

'Sihme' wrote:
> But aren't many boy-lovers (and I mean pre-pubescent boys)
> often heterosexual when it comes to adults?  It's this which
> makes me think there's other things at work besides some
> sort of sexual 'fixation'.

'Ianthe' reacted:
>   [ I think if you ask on BoyChat you'll find that it's
>     the opposite. ]

The opposite of what? If you mean that boy-lovers would be homosexual
in their adult sexuality as well, I would at least doubt that. I have
met homosexuals, heterosexuals, bisexuals, as well as variations with
girls thrown in as well. I don't think one can say the average
boy-lover is homosexual regarding adults - the percentage will be
higher than in the total population, but I even doubt whether it
reaches 50.

--

'Galahad' wrote:
> If outrages such as have been listed here can occur to one segment 
> of a population merely because they are considered "out of public 
> favor" or because due to sensational nature of the allegations
> against them they are unilaterally presumed to be criminal the 
> whole of any society that allows such practices must soon suffer.

On another level the whole of society does already suffer. I am
talking about the men who as fathers, teachers, care workers or simply
as strangers do not dare to touch children, fearing that their touch
will be seen as sexual. And of course the children who are dependent
on these men.

Not to mention that in their zeal to get child sex criminals behind
bars, the existing safeguards against false convictions are rapidly
eroding.

(Ianthe, could you send Galahad and/or the list as a whole that 
article about child home workers in Britain that you posted?)

--

'Amator Puellorum' wrote:
> As 'Desire' once posted that gl's have a life of vast up's and
> down's, the world is wonderful as long as we have the love of
> a girl and it can be hell when we don't. (sigh)

I can't remember ever having written that. But if I did, I can tell
you that I seem to be in the 'up' mode the great majority of time
nowadays.

--

'Sihme' wrote:
> As I have been saying, it seems like a disservice to girl-love to
> call it merely a sexual orientation, because it has so many other
> facets than merely the sexual 'urge'.

To me, it's the sexual orientation that is described by the word
'pedophile'. As girl-lovers we are pedophiles, but the reverse is
not true - many pedophiles are not child-lovers.

> All these other things though, how do they appear in non-paedophiles?
> We have our characteristic behaviour.  Although the members of the
> group here are all very different in some ways, when it comes down
> to it there's been so many instances when I'm reading a post and
> thinking "that could be me talking".  Is it that we're all focussed
> on something so particular that we lend ourselves to similarity?

I think so, yes. It's not the basis of my 'self', but it's still an
important part of it. And of most, if not all, people on this list
(the non-girl-lovers excluded, of course). As such, it will reflect
in a common way in our behaviour. Simply because we are directed for
a large part by the same feelings.

> It seems like almost all of the aspects of my personality are focussed
> towards children.  Where are they focussed in the average man or
> woman?  If somewhere else besides the object of their desire, why?

I think if you look at certain people (especially single, young-adult
men), you'll find that they too are focused very much on their sexual
attractions. Hanging around in bars to try to get someone for a
relationship or a one-night stand, for example, is a behaviour that
fills much of some people's life. The difference is that sometimes
they will end up in a stable relationship, and then have less need for
this kind of behaviour - in a sense, they have what they want, so
don't need to look for it. For a girl-lover, this will be hard or
completely impossible to reach. Being in a stable, long-time, open
relationship with a girl is almost impossible (Almost, I say - I know
of a few boy-lovers who have, whether de jure or only de facto,
adopted their YF. But those are the rare exception). And so we are
destined to stay in that high-focus phase, where others can sometimes
go away from it, and put their emphasis elsewhere.

> For instance, if say when you were 8 years old you were desperately
> in love with some 8 year old girl, it could as easily be said that
> the relationship caused your paedophilia as your inherent
> paedophilia caused you to fall into such a relationship.

And then it could also be that it's all just a coincidence. Some
people have such relationships, and by pure chance, some later
pedophiles will be among them. Or there could be a reverse causation,
or a common cause. Maybe pedophilia is entrenched before that age,
and happens to make children more romantic as one of its effects. Or
something else influences both childhood amorousness and pedophilia.
So many possibilities...

--

'nickless' wrote:
> Hello 'Mach I', nice to meet you! I certainly hope the future will 
> be the way you describe it, but don't you think parents would 
> consider this some kind of competition? I mean, would they be 
> willing to admit that someone can take care better of their children, 
> that someone loves their children more them themselves?

Well, there is no need to say that the pedophile is 'better' than the
parents. Raising a child is a heavy task. A task that is hard to do
for only two people - let alone for only one, who also is in an
emotionally unstable period (thinking of divorced parents)! A
child-lover could then stop in, not as a _replacement of_, but as an
_addition to_ the parents. In former times, uncles, grandparents,
older siblings and neighbours would all have important tasks in
raising children. Nowadays, it is all put on the shoulders of the
parents, plus professionals (teachers, daycare workers etcetera).
Certain parenting tasks will often not be taken up by those
professionals, though, and parents will be alone in those. There the
child-lover can step in. Not instead of the parent, but together with
the parent.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Sunstorm' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Thanks to Flickorina for the excellent report on co-sleeping. In our
western haste to flagellate every possible bit of sensuality from our
lives, we have taken to making little babies sleep by themselves in cold,
unfamiliar rooms. How cruel is this? It is both stupid and cruel at once.

When babies cry when they are put to bed alone at night, it is generally
because they wish to be held and touched and to feel the warm skin and the
saftey of being near their parents. But in our warped need to purge all
vestiges of sensuality from our lives, we leave them alone to "cry it out",
or we substitute some stupid ritual that we hope will placate them and get
them to sleep.

Corman, do not be afraid to sleep in the same bed with your daughter. Your
fear is unreasonable as well as possibly damaging to her future psyche. You
fear the wrong thing: it is not sensuality you should fear, it is the
distance you will force between the two of you as you allow your fear of
intimacy with your girl to come between you. You fear you will somehow hurt
her by your physical attentions, but I guarantee you, your physical
attentions will not only _not_ harm her, but will make her a happier, more
secure person in the long run.

The only time I ever remember being allowed in my parent's bed was when I
had a bad nightmare. I can only recall this (allowing) once or twice. But
to this day I remember the wonderful feeling of peace and saftey  I had
with them. I wish I could have had more of that, maybe I'd not be so
needful of physical comfort today.

They had a show on tv last year or so. A brother and sister who had
co-slept with their parents until the ripe age of 14 were featured. They
said the same thing I am saying: they felt safe and happy, and the parents
were willing to allow it until the child decided enough was enough. Can
this have sexual implications and/or ramifications?  Of course it can, but
that is another matter and not the issue.

As far as keeping your distance in re. to showers, baths, etc., I think
that is absurd. A shower or bath is only sexual if you make it so.
Otherwise it is the most normal thing in the world. I saw a father bring
his 10 year old daughter into a unisex bathroom in a Scandanavian country a
few years ago. They paid me no mind. They used the same tooth brush and
showered together. I was sick with envy.

Corman, don't deny your girl physical intimacy of a non-sexual nature. They
know and sense the difference between love and sexual abuse. So do you. But
if your definition of having this daughter is "hell" then, as Mark Twain
pointed out: "It's high time somebody consulted a dictionary." :-)

Good luck, and keep us informed as the years go by, if indeed this list
continues to exist.

'Sunstorm'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Spartacus' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Well I have not written in some time now, well I have not been on the 
internet much since January at all, just a few e-mails here, and 
there... Now I feel I must write and at least explain why I have not 
been around since it is somewhat related to our lives...

Back in January I started working for a friend trying to get her 
business under way. Well the first day I went over there I was fine 
until she walk in the room... She was 12... The most beautiful person
I have ever seen... It was love at first site... Well about 5am I 
walked back to my house... Over the next 3 or 4 days I started 
getting depressed, a matter of fact absolutely suicidal... Thanks my 
friend giving me some anti-depressant drugs I was able to keep my 
depression just under the wire. My friend finally asked why I was so 
depressed lately. I was scared sh**less to say it mildly... I thought 
there was no way I could ever tell her why... 

Me being a guy who lives by a strict code of honor, must ask 
permission from the parent(s) to date or otherwise see their 
daughter. This is what was a great part of my depression, because 
although I have asked permission of a parent before to see there 
younger daughter. The mother in this case was a friend of my friend 
and if I did this, I was afraid that I will be outcast from her house 
and her friendship which has been long lasting.

So when my friend finally got me to tell her what was wrong, after 
much tears... She told me she already knew that I was attracted to 
younger girls, and that she would not think any less of me and still 
would trust me around her 5 children. Well that, offcourse, was almost 
a completely different reaction that I thought I would get from her. So 
we talked about my feelings for this girl and about my honor and the 
need to ask permission of the mother, and she agreed that she would 
help by being there for me when I talked to her... I was still 
afraid that telling her mother my cause trouble in my friend and 
her's relationship... 

Well a week and a half later I talked to her mother, and she was 
understanding and that her daughter had the right to choose who she 
dated... She also said that she was honored that someone my age 
(hehe) found her daughter attractive, it meant that she raised her 
daughter right... But she asked me not to tell her daughter how I 
felt because she was afraid that her daughter may not be interested 
in an older guy, that and the fact that she was raped the summer 
prior, which diminished her trust in males... The mother said that I 
could be friends but not to tell her my true feelings... Well in the 
last few months the girl started dating a guy that is older, he is 
18, and in my talks with her she has mentioned that she doesn't 
think that age is a barrier in the matter of love. It turned out the 
guy was using her and and soon as he got what he wanted he left her 
and she hasn't seen him since.. This was last week... Well since then 
she has been getting a little closer to me, not boyfriend/girlfriend 
close, but I think it might get to be that way soon... :)

So things are now starting to look up, my depression has almost 
vanished completely. but I have one question, a person like myself 
with a strong beliefs in honor, I am wondering if I should just go 
ahead and tell her my feelings or should I keep my vow with her 
mother. I been trying to weigh the dishonors here and can't seem to 
answer it.

Yes I have made a vow to not tell her my feelings, which if I break I 
will dishonor myself, but being around the girl and keeping my 
feelings from her, I feel that each time I see her I am lying to her, 
and to me that is a greater dishonor... Although things are looking 
up, nothing may happen for a long time. Should I keep on basically 
lying to the girl to keep my vow or should I tell her and break that 
vow?

Well I gotta go, I will hope to write again soon, but who knows....

'Spartacus'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Riley' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello.

I haven't contributed to this list in a long time, but I would like 
to offer a theory for discussion. Much of what I have read on this 
list in the past year has been centered on the question of society's 
nonacceptance of us and our orientation. I think a better question 
is perhaps 'what benefit is our existance to society?'

In primitive conditions, such as existed in the Stone Age, parents 
were more often than not engaged in hunting or gathering, or 
later, working in the fields, trying to get enough food for their 
families, and attending to the other necessities of their lives. 
A child was kept with its mother until it was weaned and became 
ambulatory. Thereafter, it was left to its own devices more or 
less, until it became old enough to mate and start a family.

In such a society, we (along with the boy-lovers), would function 
as protecters and teachers. I find girls between the ages of two 
and twelve attractive, and I feel very protective towards them. 
These seem to be the ages between which, in a primitive society, a 
girl would be weaned and the time when she is old enough to attract 
a mate of her own. Of course, the benefit is obviously that children 
under our care would tend to survive better and therefore live to 
reproduce, than otherwise.

Perhaps most of us, if we found ourselves in such a primitive society,
would be happily playing with and teaching all the girl-children that
we could find or corral together, and the parents would be grateful 
that their offspring were being looked after, and provide for us as 
payment. This is the same role that day-care centers fill today.

I think that the sex part of it is, from this point of view, not the
primary motivator, but rather is a result of feelings of protective 
love for girls.

I think our role is that of protecters and teachers. What do you 
think?

'Riley'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

 

Ianthe re-posts a news-cutting from a recent ASGL-L posting:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Conference report:

_'Secondary' fathers threaten evolutionary theory_

THE accepted scientific account of the evolution of
marriage, fatherhood and the family has been rocked by the
discovery that some societies believe a child can have
several fathers.

Participants at the annual meeting of the American
Association for the Advancement of Science were told of a
new threat to the scientific evolutionary picture that
places great emphasis on fatherhood.

Evolutionary biologists hold that we evolved with one
overarching purpose - to pass our genes to the next
generation. As a result, scientists have argued that the
relationship between men and women is based on a trade-off:
men look after women and their children in return for
fidelity that guarantees that the children do belong to one
father, said Prof Stephen Beckerman of Penn State
University.

"Contemporary men are thus argued to be intrinsically
jealous, women to be inherently coy," he told the meeting.
This meshes with the folk belief, accepted in the West
since Biblical times, that a child has only one biological
father. However, this assumption is undermined by the
discovery that some non-Western societies hold that every
man who contributes sperm during a pregnancy contributes
biologically to the child. "We now know that only one sperm
and one egg contribute to each child," said Prof Beckerman.
"But no one knew this scientifically until 1879," he said.
Before then, "it was just a lucky guess that Western folk
biology was correct".

The alternative belief, called partible paternity, is
common among indigenous groups in South America, is found
in at least one or two places in New Guinea and may occur
today on the Indian subcontinent - at least 18 groups
widely separated in distance and culture.

"Modern evolutionary scenarios that assume certainty of
paternity as a crucial element in the evolution of modern
humans from African hominids may be incorrect," he said.
"This may have important implications for the evolution of
the human family, including marriage, the sexual division
of labour, and the idea of fatherhood."

The behaviour of our ancestors is usually extrapolated
from that of chimpanzees: females only mated with males
when in heat and the many suitors took only a cursory
interest in offspring. This was replaced, according to the
standard evolutionary scenario, by a proto-marriage, where
men and women foraged for different resources and males
provisioned females and their young in return for paternity
certainty from females who were now receptive all year
round.

But Prof Beckerman said: "Not only does the contrary idea
of partible paternity exist in many South American groups,
but these groups have managed to create societies where
families exist and successfully raise children even though
they have multiple fathers."

Two previous studies indicate that children with multiple
fathers have higher survival rates. Secondary fathers
supply meat or fish for the child, or protect it from
danger.

-----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Surgeboy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

I want to answer the question put forth about allowing our own
children to be around other child-lovers.

Yes, I think I would allow my child to be around someone I knew
to be a child-lover.  Building friendships is important to me,
and I would like my children to develop healthy relationships as
early as possible.

However, I would be VERY careful before allowing him to have SEX
with my child. I would have some issues that would need to be
addressed first.  Her safety and his respect for her feelings
are too important to ignore.

Naturally, I would advise her to maintain a "vow of silence",
while at the same time letting her know that she could come
to me if something was wrong.

So, all things considered, I would gladly encourage my child to
become sexually active with an adult of the opposite sex.

I would be her support and guide into a world of eroticism and
sex-play.  If she had any questions or concerns, I would try to
answer them in a positive and an open manner.

So, yes, if a friend asked to have sex with my daughter, I would
allow it. As long as he agreed to a my rules about safety and
respect, and she wanted it too, I would have no problem.

What they then choose to do in private would be up to them.

I would also like to think that someone out there would be willing
to trust me with their daughter.

--

Perhaps it has been discussed before, but it seemed impotant
enough to bring it up, even it is risking redundancy.

What do females find attractive in males and vice-versa.

Well, I have believe that there are three qualities that girls
find attractive in a man.

1) Strength

2) Paternal "instinct"

3) Maturity

Alone, any of the above qualities would probably not help improve
a mans' desirability, but when two or more of them are strongly
present, girls would find him more attractive.

Strength is important because a girl wants someone to protect her
from potential dangers.

Paternal instinct would suggest that the male would be actively
involved in raising any children.

And, finally, Maturity is found in men who have had time to
establish their financial stablity and a higher social position
in their careers. 

As for what males look for in a female mate, youth and health
are usually top choices.

A young girl in good health would be better able to bear and raise
more children as opposed to a female who is old and in poor health.

Any comments?

'Surgeboy'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'nickless' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings everyone.

'Sihme' wrote:
>The question that has been flowing around in my mind, is what does it
>take for something to become a full blown sexual orientation.

According to Freud, creator of psychoanalysis, every human being has a
sexual energy, which he called libido. Along childhood and adolescence,
every person goes through some stages of sexual development. If an
individual complete all stages, (s)he will target his/her libido at a
human being of the opposite sex and about the same age. However,
sometimes, due to a trauma, one cannot complete all stages. He then can
target his/her libido at anything, but usually to children (pedophilia),
animals (zoophilia), corpses (necrophilia), and so on. Freud called
these "sexual deviations", a.k.a. sexual perversions.

Later, psychoanalysts decided that homosexualism, originally considered
a sexual deviation, was a normal thing. I think that was when someone
created the expression sexual orientation to design "normal" sexual
behaviour.

--

'Observer' wrote:
> Now on the discussion of pedophiles being more open with who they are
> in public. I have made some strides to that effect. I have a cute
Laika
> picture as my desktop wallpaper and my family has seen me looking at
> socially acceptable girl photos as well as some borderline ones. Now
> this isn't a major step in the war against us but it is a big step for

> me. It shows that I no longer fear who I am and I will no longer allow

> my fear of others opinions take my love away.

This make me wonder: has anyone here come out, that is, confessed being
a pedophile to family, friends, etc?

--

Ianthe wrote:
>[ 1. Some time ago it was asked if ASGL-L could be done in
>     a PGP version.  It can, technically, but I'm not sure that
>     it would be that useful in security terms, and may be more
>     likely to draw attention to your e-mail than plain text.
>     I would, however, be willing to do a ROT-13 coded ASGL-L
>     if more than eight or so people want it.

I don't see the use of it, considering that anyone who wanted to read
the posts could simply join the list and get a copy of the key. I think
the use of cryptography when we send in a posting would be more useful.

--

'Sihme' wrote:
>This carefree nature is something I love about children - that
>you can talk to them without having a motive (or appearing to
>at least), you can be friends with them in a minute.  What we
>interpret as insensitivity probably isn't anything of the sort.
>For instance, I find many little girls have a habit of not saying
>goodbye, even if we've been playing all afternoon and they
>see I'm leaving.

This reminds me of something I've read in the Pedophile Liberation Front
web site (what happened to it, by the way?) concerning children
sexuality. In an adult sexual relationship, the main objective is the
penetration (not considering lesbians ;) ). If that is not achieved, the
relationship os considred incomplete, while children desire only pure
pleasure. A little girl can, for example, lay on your side, caressing
your inner parts, and then stand up and get some chocolate for a snack.
It doesn't mean they don't like you - it's just the way they are.

--

'AmatorPuellurum' wrote:
>I'll try to keep you up-to-date with my little angel!

Please do! :)

'nickless'
---------------------------------------------------------------------




'Observer' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello. Observer here    

It seems a quest among us to find out why we are pedophiles and why some 
people aren't. Well, this won't be of much consolation (not to me at least) 
but one thing I have learned in the past is not to question your gut 
feelings. There is always a reason for how we feel but sometimes you have to 
use a pickax and night-vision goggles to find it. For some of us it may be a 
desire to be closer to the children, a preservation of society. For some it 
may be issues about aging. For others it may be a wish to be more trusting 
and open like the children are. The list goes on, but if you feel yourself 
questioning it just remember this. We as human beings are much more advanced 
than we were a short thousand years ago. What the dinosaurs couldn't 
accomplish in millions of years we have far surpassed in a short fraction of 
the time. There is one ever present strength that humans have that is the key 
to our success and that is our diversity. Not everyone is meant to be a 
pedophile. We'd annoy the children with to much attention if that were the 
case. Our diversity makes us stronger as a society in whole than any one 
person could ever be, what one discards another will put to good use. We 
should embrace our differences and not fear or question it. No matter why we 
are what we are, we do have our place in this world. Ours is a special place. 
Children need friends and role models outside of their family just as much as 
we need them. Yes, we have a special place in society that no one can change 
no matter how hard they try.

--

'Desire' wrote:
>> If they ask about my attraction to girls I just say that I wish I
>> had one.

>That you had one what? A girl or an attraction to girls?

I was referring to wanting a daughter. I find that parents being as close to 
their angels as they are usually accept it at face value that I would want to 
have one of my own. I guess actually having one and experiencing the wonders 
of it makes them understand better why people love them, and they don't 
normally question my sexual orientation. With me though it is a sexual thing 
also. I don't know why for sure. I think it's part of the closeness that 
people want. To me sex is about as close as two separate people can be. I 
feel that people on this board are denying their sexual attraction. yes it is 
much deeper a feeling to be a girl lover than just sexual, but that is also a 
big part of it. Also sexual attraction isn't something to downplay, but it is 
when someone wants to experience physical joy that is as close as the body 
can get to the emotional joy. Also don't forget that many of our emotions 
hinge around our sexual orientation. Sexual and emotional needs often go hand 
in hand.

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
> Yes, the girl noticed my state. "Why is that thing always 
> sticking out"? she asked me once. I just said it happens 
> sometimes and you can't help it. She accepted that.

Very good answer. Often people try to go into to much detail about why it 
happens when in actuality it does just happen. Sometimes because of a sexy 
girl, sometimes adrenaline. If something touches it, if the wind is strong. 
Sometime I think I get an erection just for the sake of having one. Most 
adults would see the erection as a sign of sexual desire when it could be 
much more or quite a bit less.

I wonder about what happens at a nudist camp when the inevitable "pops" up. I 
would think that nudists would be more understanding of it but then again 
nowhere else would it be so painfully obvious. I would die of embarrassment.

Shime write a long article describing Avoidant Personality Disorder which I 
won't quote for brevity. Well, you just had to post that didn't you. Now I 
feel like I have all the signs. Actually though I read somewhere that a lot 
of psychology students often become a sort of hypochondriac and imagine the 
worse mental disorders in themselves. Now I understand why. With vague and 
common descriptions like this it basically describes half of the populus. I 
mean who isn't afraid of rejection and who in the past hasn't withheld 
opinions and went along with the crowd to prevent making waves. Of course I 
know that some of the symptoms are normal and they refer to people who show 
all or most of them chronically, but what I was trying to state in a nutshell 
is that they can make a mental disorder out of everything. However I do feel 
that some people o have shyness to a level where they need some changes but I 
hesitate to call it a disorder. I am on the unhealthy side of the shyness / 
fear of rejection circle but I don't consider myself a mental case.

--

'Flickorna' wrote a long piece on sleeping with the little ones in the same 
bed. 

I don't want to make long discussion because I don't know, but I think one 
thing people have to account for is how is the child going to feel and act 
years from now. I slept in the same bed with my mother for many years off and 
on, and now I wish that I had not. I feel that it is important for children 
to be nurtured but I also feel that they need the strength to live in the 
world without constant supervision. I have met many people who were so used 
to having someone around that they were unable to live in a world without 
having someone to look over them and protect them.

Another thing to consider is privacy. Not only do the kids need and deserve 
time away from their parents I also feel that it is unreasonable for parents 
to forgo their sex lives so that the child can sleep in the same bed with 
them. That would prevent future kids from being made.

--

'Nickless' wrote:
>Reasons why I doubt I'm a pedophile:

>I'm 18 years old. That's why I hesitate in saying I'm a pedophile. 
>As you know, a teenager's mind can be very confusing, and we can 
>imagine we feel things that we actually don't feel. Anyway, I feel 
>like a pedophile now.

I hate to be the one to inform you of this, but we all voted. You are now a 
pedophile whether you like it or not. Your membership card is on the way in 
the mail. On a side note you membership card also entitles you to one free 
renting of "Lolita" at the video store of your choice ;-)

Actually though you do bring up a a good point. Not only do young people 
change their preferences but I often find that people of any age who first 
discover lolita images find themselves drawn to it as a natural curiosity. 
Sometimes these peoples attraction fades, often though it does not. Don't 
sweat it, what ever is meant to be will happen on it's on when the time is 
right.

'Observer'
---------------------------------------------------------------------
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'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

La vita e bella! This Saturday, a friend of mine, with my help,
organized a children's event for our hobby club. Looking through the
list of participants, I first was disappointed: All were boys, or too
old for my taste, or had already shown not to be interested in me. Of
course, I was still looking forward to it - not often do I get a chance
to immerse myself in a bunch of childhood joy, but still. But then, on
Saturday morning, he told me there were three more participants...
Marleen and her sister and brother! Somehow I managed to understate my
feelings into a quiet 'nice'.

And 'nice' it was! We again had a wonderful time together, playing tag,
riding horse on my shoulders, playing with her legs, writing things for
me - whatever. Of course we had a wonderful time, I would say. Not only
is there nothing I want more than to be with her, it even seems mutual.
"I think she is in love with you," my friend remarked. Of course, she
vehemently denies this, but it's certainly not just love blindness of
mine to think that she wants me too (and I don't mean that sexual).

What's also great about her, is that she knows to say 'no'. Early on
the day I embraced her in my arms rather than tagging her. "Let go of
me," she said, and of course I did. It builds trust - she can trust me 
to stop doing things when she tells me to, and I know that she is not
rejecting me if she does so. But most of all, I can trust her to not
allow me to do something she really dislikes.

What more could I want? There's just one thing I can think of: Be with
her more often!

--

'nickless' wrote:
> This make me wonder: has anyone here come out, that is, confessed being
> a pedophile to family, friends, etc?

I have told my parents, and one friend of mine who is a boy-lover
himself. But apart from those I have told, I am quite sure a number of
my colleagues know as well.

> This reminds me of something I've read in the Pedophile Liberation Front
> web site (what happened to it, by the way?)

There are various rumours, but what seems to be quite certain, is 
that the reason that the PLF has been removed, is that he has not 
been able to pay his bill to the company that provided his webspace.

For a more positive note: The articles etcetera that were on the PLF
have now been made available again by the 'Intergenerational Freedom
Society'. URL http://www.freealways.com/ifs/

'Desire'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Beamish' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello after long last my dear friends! Please forgive the length of
my departure, however things have been so busy in my life I simply
have not had time to respond to, or even read a lot of ASGL-L posts.
In fact, if it weren't for a friend reminding me of the upcoming
"Pedo Pride Day" on April 24th, I may not have taken the time to
write this soon. However, this is such an important day for fellow
pedophiles, that I felt it was necessary to break my silence.

   [ "Pedo Pride Day" on April 24th seems to be boy-lovers 
      thing?  What are they planning for it this year ? ]

Many things have happened since I last posted. I eagerly await the
arrival of a fellow pedophile friend who is moving into my city for
academic reasons. Also, in the complex where I live, are two
beautiful young girls. One of whom is 10, and the other, 6. I have
become friends with them, and seeing them brightens my day. The
youngest one reminds me so vividly of an ex-girlfriend of 9 years
ago with whom I was quite intimate with. I must admit I have
feelings for both of the girls, however I am not sure if they have
the same feelings for me. It is rumored that the oldest one has
amorous feelings for me, however I have not confirmed that as of
yet. She never comes over to my apartment without a friend or two.
(Perhaps she does not trust herself? (LOL)) I have not entertained
either girl in my apartment for about 2 weeks now. I hope I get the
chance to do that again soon. I rather enjoy their company. Even if
it is just to play computer games.

The younger of the two is my next door neighbor and is also the
manager's daughter. (Which explains my apprehension in pursuing her.
Heaven knows I don't want to get evicted if things go awry.) She
comes from a large family and I believe she is one of the youngest.
She is also the one who gets the brunt of her mother's anger. I know
because I hear it everyday. It makes me sad to hear such things, and
brings out the rescuer in me. However I know the child is not being
abused. (I hope not anyway.)

Anyway, I was thinking of taking a more active part in "Pedo Pride
Day" this year. Some of you may remember last year I wrote anonymous
e-mails to local officials regarding the true feelings of pedophiles
and how it was unfair to categorize us with child molesters. What I
want to do this year, providing the opportunity presents itself, is
tell the girls (or one of them at least) how I feel about them.
Doing so in a non-threatening way, of course. A simple, "I love
you", may suffice. However, as we all know, those can be the three
hardest words for an adult to say to a child s/he has feelings for.
Any suggestions as to how I can accomplish this would be greatly
appreciated.

Well, this post has been long enough. I promise to keep more active
regarding ASGL-L in the future. Welcome to all newcomers, and to all
of those who have left us, I wish you the best. (I know they're not
reading this, just thought I should include them :-))

Ianthe, let me know if my line-length needs to be adjusted. I have
it at 68 presently.

  [ Perfect :) ]

'Beamish'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'nickless' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi you all.

I've been wanting to come out for a friend of mine for some time. 
Yesterday, I told her I had something important to tell her. Hope 
I don't chicken out this time...

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
>Thanks to Flickorina for the excellent report on co-sleeping. In 
>our western haste to flagellate every possible bit of sensuality 
>from our lives, we have taken to making little babies sleep by 
>themselves in cold, unfamiliar rooms. How cruel is this? It is 
>both stupid and cruel at once.

It may be something cruel to do it with babies, but what about 
older children?

>They had a show on tv last year or so. A brother and sister who 
>had co-slept with their parents until the ripe age of 14 were 
>featured. They said the same thing I am saying: they felt safe 
>and happy, and the parents were willing to allow it until the 
>child decided enough was enough. Can this have sexual 
>implications and/or ramifications?  Of course it can, but that 
>is another matter and not the issue.

I'm sure they felt safe, but when time comes they need to 
separate from parents, how will they react to it? I think 
there is some time on children's lives when they have to 
sleep away from parents, so the separation will be less 
painful afterwards.

--

'Observer' wrote:
>I don't want to make long discussion because I don't know, but I 
>think one thing people have to account for is how is the child 
>going to feel and act years from now. I slept in the same bed 
>with my mother for many years off and on, and now I wish that I 
>had not. I feel that it is important for children to be nurtured 
>but I also feel that they need the strength to live in the world 
>without constant supervision. I have met many people who were so 
>used to having someone around that they were unable to live in a 
>world without having someone to look over them and protect them.

That's what I'm trying to say.

--

'Observer' thus replied to my introductory post:
>Actually though you do bring up a a good point. Not only do 
>young people change their preferences but I often find that 
>people of any age who first discover lolita images find 
>themselves drawn to it as a natural curiosity. Sometimes these 
>peoples attraction fades, often though it does not. Don't sweat 
>it, what ever is meant to be will happen on it's on when the 
>time is right.

That's true. I remember one day when two friends came to 
spend the night in my house. We were surfing the net, and 
we got to one of those porn sites which spuriously announces 
"kiddy porn!" to get the attention of people. I thought they 
would be disgusted with it, but it turned out they were very 
excited and curious about it.

   [ Send them to Fresh Petals :) ]

'nickless'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Surgeboy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

>'Sihme' wrote:
>The question that has been flowing around in my mind, is what does it
>take for something to become a full blown sexual orientation.

>Then, 'nickless' wrote:
>According to Freud.....

Naturally, Nickless, we never take Freud seriously.  Partly because
of him, we Ped's are in our 'boat'.  Most experts agree that Freud
did a marvelous job of paving the way for psychology but, you know
what they say:

"Sometimes a cigar really is more than a cigar".
(sorry, Mr. Clinton)

Besides, I have serious doubts about the validity of psychology as
a whole.  Every therapist, doctor or shrink that I have talked to
agreed that psychology is NOT an 'exact' science.

Hmm... I wonder if that means what I think it does.

Au revoir, for now.

Ciao!

'Surgeboy'
-------------------------------------------------------------------
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'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Hello Everyone,

I haven't had the time to post in a while and I have
a number of things on my mind. I would like to thank 
( ) for your honest answer to my question. I hope
someday I meet someone like you whith beautiful
daughters.

Moving on. I have been a little down as late thinking
about "Cassandra". I haven't seen her since about
Halloween. Her mother asked me not to come over to
play with Cassandra any more, basically because of
family pressure, I have been over there once since
then to "visit", but it felt too strange. I didn't
feel welcome so I stoped going over there at all. I
miss her terribly. I can't think of a day that has
gone by that I haven't thought about her at least 90%
of the day. I see her every once in a while when I
drive by her bus stop, but it only makes me want to be
with more. I suspect her mother knew how I felt about
her, but knew that I would never hurt her. I believe
Cassandra also knew and reciprocated those feelings.
She used to ask me when I was going to get a girl
friend, I used to tell her that I was going to wait
till she was old enough and marry her (jokingly, on
the record at least). I hope and wish that something
will happen to bring us togather again.

--

I've watched a few movies recently. My thoughts:
Billboard Dad, Mary Kate and Ashley were great. Parent
Trap (the remake) Lindsay Lohen is so hot. I had to
buy this one. I also bought Pretty Baby the other day:
yummy! The ending, though, was so depressing.

--

Next on the list: What has happened to the lg
underwear site on Geocities? 

  [ Like almost all sites on "free" web-space, they
    have a limited life, usually days or weeks, and
    often hours if "nudity". ]

I think that is all for today, so goodbye and happy 
dreams.

'Rasputin's Dog'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary'
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Summer is arriving and once again the children are appearing
onm the streets. Congratulations to those of you who have found
a new friend. I am on the lookout.

My wife's friend has moved back to her home state to take care
of some family business before she can return to stay. We will
miss her.

--

I had a wonderful time today. My daughter brought a friend over
who hasn't been here in a very long time. The last time she was here
we had a great time but this time was even better.

I got home from work about 11:30 PM last night and my daughter was
already getting tired but B... was not at all. We stayed up another
2 hours playing cards and telling jokes. She had the energy to stay
up all night - but I had to work today.

This morning we went to the park and swang on the swings and threw
a football around. I got to carry them on my shoulders and massage
B...'s feet as I carried her.

After we got home we tried to get wet with the hoses - but it was
too windy and cold. We did manage to throw a few buckets of water
on each other anyway. I had to shower to get ready for work and
they both joined me in their swimsuits. My daughter poked her head
in first, so I quickly put my suit back on so B... would not be
embarrassed.

Just before I was to leave for work B... offered her lips to me
for a goodbye kiss. I gladly accepted. I asked for another and
she accepted. I hope to see her again soon.

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Surgeboy' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Spartacus', I can understand the dilemma that you are in.
My advice for the future is to NEVER make a vow without
appropriate conditions.  This way, you won't be stuck in a
similar mess again.

As to the problem at hand, I recommend that you ask the girls
mother to release you from your vow.

Promise, instead, to handle this matter with the utmost delicacy.
Agree that if she (the young girl) says no to your advances, you
will accept that and leave it at that.
 
Of course, never close your doors.  If she says "no", remind
the girl that she is free at any time to change her mind.
Then tell her that you still love her no matter what she decides.

That last one is Muy Importante!  Don't let her think that a
rejection ends the relationship.  She will come around in time,
I am sure of it.  But keep the relationship going!

Once she realises that you still respect her, she may gladly
reconsider.  It would help, if you were clear that this [respect]
is important to you and that sex feels very good.

Keep your emotions in check and don't lose control to the point
you risk overstepping your boundaries.

Good luck, and let us know how it goes!

--

'nickless' wrote:
> This make me wonder: has anyone here come out, that is, confessed
> to being a pedophile to family, friends, etc?

'Nickless', I admitted to several people in my life and have had a
variety of responses.

A girlfriend of mine even admitted that she was "abused" and that
she may have enjoyed it.  She even said that she would like to 
watch me be with a little girl.

Years earlier, I had in my company two black sisters who were a
bit more open with displaying their private parts than I expected.
That, however, turned out to be a disaster as the parents found out
and I was forced to deny everything. Terrible mess really.

Oddly, I do not find black girls attractive. Perhaps because these
two caught me off-guard with open sexuality and encouragements
that I considered having sex with those pre-school girls.

I have not spoken to my step-father about this, though.

Although he is gay and has been a father to me for years, I have
hesitated to tell him.  Maybe there is a reason that only my
subconscious understands as to why this may be a bad idea.

Que sera, sera....

--

'Beamish', I wish you well in your efforts.

My advice would be, of course, that you ask her if she thinks she
can keep a secret. If she agrees, tell her of your feelings for 
her, as well as how far you would like to go with girls.

Always remind her that you won't do anything with her that she does
not want and that your love of girls is a secret that she agreed 
to keep. Feel free to tell her that you are taking a HUGE risk 
telling her this and that you are trusting her with a VERY BIG 
secret.

Afterwards, close the subject with "if you ever want to see how
love-making feels, just let me know," and immediately find something 
else to occupy her time like a game or the computer project.

ALWAYS maintain control of your actions and remember that she will
need time to think about this for awhile.  Next time she comes over,
you could read her a book which touches on the subject, without 
pushing the topic further.

You are lucky that both girls already know you and are comfortable
being around you.  Do nothing that will disrupt that trust without
preparing them for it first.

Whatever you do / she decides to do, let us know how it works out,
okay?

'Surgeboy'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'The Corman'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Howdy all.  Hope you are well.  I have seen two great movies 
lately.  Or rather, movies with great tid-bits in them.  "You've 
Got Mail" with Tom Hanks and Meg Ryan is one.  Her book shop, 
which she inherited from her mother, is closing down and she 
looks back into the empty shop and remembers her wonderful 
childhood growing up in the book shop.  A dreamy, ghostly 
mother and daughter appear.  They dance together and mom 
begins to swing the girl around.  I think I saw panties!
We were in a movie theater so I could not act too interested.  

I'll have to rent it to get a good look.  We did, however, 
also see "Practical Magic" with Sandra Bullock and Nicole 
Kidman. 

Wow!  Not ten minutes into the film we see the girls as 
children (probably 9 and 10).  They run through their Aunt's 
yard and see some neighbor kids on the other side of the 
fence.  The girls ask if they would like to play, and the 
kids promptly call them witches and begin pelting Nicole 
Kidman's young character with rocks.  This girl is long 
and thin with gorgeous red hair.  As soon as the rocks 
start flying, she turns around and falls to the ground.  
Her dress is so short you can see thighs, cheeks, panties, 
the works!  I wore out the "pause" on this one.  Highly 
recommended.

Had a choice experience recently.  One Sunday at church 
I could not keep from staring at this little lovely in 
the pew in front of us.  I had never seen her before; 
it looked as though she was with her grandmother.  She 
was about 10 years old and had dirty-blond hair.  She 
was getting bored with the service and kept lying down 
on the pew.  Every time she did that I got a peek at her 
great legs.  Then she would sit way forward on the bench, 
lay back so her head was on the back of the pew and 
stretch out her legs straight.  Every time she did this 
I could see the outline of her mound through her flimsy 
skirt!  She kept this up for an hour, lying down, 
stretching out, lying down, stretching out.  It was 
intolerable.  Then came the last straw.  When the 
service was over, she turned around, put one leg up 
on the pew and re-buckled her sandal.  Well, her skirt 
didn't reach her knees so I could see it all!  Beautiful 
white panties with yellow and pink flowers.  I nearly 
passed out.  Ahhh, I love spring time.

--

Thank you 'Heather', 'Desire', and 'nickless' for you kind 
words regarding my new little daughter.

'Sihme' responded to...
>>..I am in hell.

...with...
>If *that's* hell then book me a ticket! ;)

I must admit it is the nicest hell I have ever experienced!  
Thanks, 'Sihme'.

'Flickorna' wrote:
>Congratulations, 'Corman', on your new daughter!!!!!!!!

Thank you one and all.  We will be fine, I know it.  I will 
fight hard never to hurt my daughter.  Thank you for your 
support.  Be careful all!  I was almost outed at work recently!!

'The Corman'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Beamish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Ianthe' wrote:
>[ "Pedo Pride Day" on April 24th seems to be boy-lovers
>      thing?  What are they planning for it this year ? ]

No, I have not heard that "Pedo Pride Day" was particular to
boy-lovers more than girl-lovers. The event was widely talked about
in this forum last year. As for what my pedophile friends are
planning, I am unsure. Unlike the gay and lesbian "National Coming
Out Day", "Pedo Pride Day" seems to be more of a private
celebration, and perhaps internal reflection as to what being a
pedophile really means, with maybe a small percentage of people
'coming out' to someone else, or setting the media straight.

--

What a day I had today! I saw a sight that I have never seen before
in public and may never see again. :-) I was waiting at the bus stop
after having gone shopping for a few items at the store. The stop
was filled with people, including some young children. The sun had
just set so it was getting dark, but still light enough to see.
Well, lo and behold I was sitting next to this one little girl of
about maybe two or three years old who had been standing up. Right
before my eyes, and those of everyone at the bus stop she pulls down
her shorts and panties, squats down and pees right there on the back
end of the sidewalk! Oh my GOD! I about had a heart attack, but
managed to contain myself. Her mother didn't seem to care what she
had done as if it was the most natural thing to do. I didn't get a
good look at this girl as the event was happening because I didn't
want to seem to obvious that I was looking. Why am I telling you
this? I don't know. It surely wasn't a sexual thing, but it also
sure isn't something that happens but once in a lifetime. Just an
innocent kid who couldn't wait and relieved herself right in
eyesight of ten people at a city bus stop. Ahh the wonders of youth!

'Beamish'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sihme' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

'Beamish' wrote:
>In fact, if it weren't for a friend reminding me of the upcoming
>"Pedo Pride Day" on April 24th, I may not have taken the time to
>write this soon. However, this is such an important day for fellow
>pedophiles, that I felt it was necessary to break my silence.

In response to which Ianthe wrote:
>[ "Pedo Pride Day" on April 24th seems to be boy-lovers 
>thing? What are they planning for it this year ? ]

Actually, Pedo Pride Day...

1. Is on April 25th, NOT April 24th.  Because it was the day Mr 
Dodgson met Miss Liddell.

2. As far as I know was invented by The Slurp, and he is a girl 
lover, so it's not really a boy-lover thing, but just a pedo in 
general thing.

So even though the PLF site isn't really running anymore,  it 
doesn't mean you can just forget about it.  I will certainly be doing 
*something* although I don't know what yet.

  [ Ug - I forgot all about it! :(  --Ianthe goes and stands in
    dunce's corner for half hour-- ]

--

'Desire' wrote :
>La vita e bella! 

Isn't it!

>"I think she is in love with you," my friend remarked.  Of course, she
>vehemently denies this

I hate it when adults do that!  I've had that happen a few times, and the 
girl in question always gets really embarassed, and naturally denies it 
vehemently.  It's pretty insensitive I think, and it shows that they 
neither understand nor respect the child's feelings.  Of course, I'm sure 
your friend meant no harm, but I remember at that age being the 
victim of such kidding, and it really sucked, making me behave in 
ridiculous ways typical of someone who is highly embarassed.  
Anyway.

>What more could I want? There's just one thing I can think of: Be with
>her more often!

No matter how often one is with children, it's never enough.  Oh well :)

May the force be with you,

--

I have decided that one of the things I'm doing for Pedo Pride Day
is to produce a flyer and post it up around the city.  I did the producing
today, and printed out 30 copies, which I'm going to put up probably
tomorrow.  Although the idea of doing it in broad daylight has its
appeal, I don't want to be lynched, so I'll do it at night when there's no
one around!

The flyer reads :

 "Paedophilia -

 Is NOT a disease and is NOT evil, however,
 it IS the world's most misunderstood and hated sexual orientation.

 Paedophiles are not rapists, no more than an average heterosexual
 male or female.  Nor are they murderers, nor intent on the harm of
 children.  On the contrary, paedophiles are a child's greatest friend.
 Without them we wouldn't have great children's literature such as
 Alice in Wonderland and Peter Pan, the Scouting movement, nor
 a majority of those people deeply involved with the welfare of children.

 In essence, a paedophile is an adult man or woman who enjoys
 most of all the company of children.  This often extends to a sexual
 preference, but not necessarily.

 The world is currently in the midst of an intense and highly damaging
 hysteria directed at paedophiles, not unlike the social climate around
 the time of the witch hunts in the middle ages.

 Sunday, April 25 is the 3rd Annual
 Paedophile Pride Day

 A day to Do Something, for paedophiles and non-paedophiles alike.
 Be nice to children, tell them you love them.  Take them seriously.
 Don't be afraid to touch or hug children.  Educate your friends about
 paedophilia.  Overcome the fear of intimacy with children which is
 gradually being imposed.

 The war against us is harming EVERYBODY, especially children.

 Paedophiles, as a group, are among the nicest people in the world.
 It's likely you know one of us personally, whether you know it or not."

--

I know it's a bit slip-shod, but I did it in a bit of a hurry.  I'm 
sure the general message is adequately conveyed though.

I'm really looking forward to seeing them up all over the place! I
wonder whether people will read them, or tear them down or what.

We shall see,

Seeya again,

'Sihme'
--------------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Can I suggest each time you put one up, you leave the bag 
    with the others in under a nearby bush or wall - then if 
    you are caught you can claim you were "taking it down" ;)
    Wallpaper paste is a good adhesive.  I'm sure if you look
    around the anarchist sites there's a FAQ for flyposting :) ]



'Braveheart' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear friends,

I very recently found this mailing list, and this will be my first 
posting, I hope the first of many as we are all clearly here to share our 
feelings, and provide support which does not come easy in today's society. My 
next posting will include background information and why I consider myself a 
girl-lover (quite simple, really - they are the most beautiful creatures on 
this earth), but for now, I just want to share with you all some words I 
wrote down while at the beach yesterday. Poetry, if you will - something I 
use quite often to convert my girl-loving feelings into something useful 
(knowing they cannot be given to the source....girls). Anyway, enjoy the 
words, and I'll talk to you all soon.  

'Braveheart'

--

A Mermaid Could Not Compare 

If a mermaid is a lady of the sea,
then what is a girl of the sea?
Surely there is no word to describe
the beauty of such a creature of the water?

The glistening view of soft, white skin between the surf,
legs jumping, chasing the crest of each lucky wave,
She dives into the water like a fish,
swimming underwater, kicking her beautiful legs,
and then surfacing, like a fresh flower after a spring rain.
The drops of water glide down her body,
savoring every moment of her warmth before falling, once again,
to resume the eternal task of rising and falling in the waves.

Her face lights up with each twist, with each attempt to fly above the waves,
Her eyes are bluer than the water could ever be,
and every so often, she closes them as if to protect herself,
from the jealous reaches of the less-blue water.
Even the blue sky is jealous of her eyes,
and tries in vain to reach them, succeeding only in sifting through her 
golden hair,
as if carressing her.

Now I am jealous of the water and the sky.
They are touching her, I cannot.
Only my thoughts and affectionate stares can be near to her flawless, perfect 
skin.

Time holds it's breath while she swims and jumps and flies through the water,
but it sadly resumes as she shyly steps out of the water,
and makes her way past me to her towel.
Her tiny hands and feet claw playfully at the sand and air respectively,
teasing them with her child-like movements and innocent smile.
She lies down, as the sun wonders what it could possibly add
to an already perfect body.
Her eyes are closed,
her perfect figure motionless, lying flat and happy.

The sand sighs contently,
the sun cries,
and the water and sky call for her.
But my little girl,
lying more still and more timeless than a statue,
hears nothing.

----------------------------------------------------------------



'Elminster Trueheart' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everybody, I have finally gotten around to posting. I hope the
formatting for this is correct, heheh.

Right now I am working with the IFS, where we hope to keep the 
work of TheSlurp going.

We at the Intergenerational Freedom Society would also like any 
input that anybody can give us! So visit and write! :)

The IFS is at:
http://www.freealways.com/ifs/

Oh, also one correction, Pedo Pride Day is April 25th, not 
April 24th,and it is for any and all child lovers.

Well, I have to run, and I hope to post again soon!

Peace, and may everybody find love!

'Elminster Trueheart'
--------------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press cuttings round-up ]


* Australia: _Rethink on child-sex offences_
* UK: _Blunkett halts inquiry into Woodhead affair_
* Canada: _Sex offenders in Ontario will register with police_
* USA: _Obscene is one thing; indecent is another_
* UK: _Power company under fire over child abuse letter_ 
* USA: _Under-12s 'hold strings to 320bn purse'_
* Australia: _Child arrests increasing to meet police targets_
* Australia: _Schoolgirls urged to have "more babies"_
* UK: _Grown-up fun in a pink wonderland_
* USA: _Article on libel_
* UK: Art: _Body-part artist faces controversy with nude studies_
* UK: A.N. Wilson - _It is time we were more grown-up about children_



Australia:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Rethink on child-sex offences_

April 21st 1999

     THE State Government should consider ceasing to
prosecute family child-sex offenders, the Director of
Public Prosecutions said yesterday. 

 "I think we've gone almost as far as we can within the
criminal justice system," Mr Paul Rofe, QC, said, while
suggesting that a system of counselling might be more
beneficial to both victims and offenders.
 
 He said diverting defendants into a separate system
offering counselling without the threat of prison might
prove more useful for both victims and perpetrators than
the existing court system where conviction rates are low. 
Speaking at the launch of a handbook for child witnesses,
Mr Rofe questioned whether the criminal justice system was
the right place for such offenders.

 "You have to look at the damage done to the victims," Mr 
Rofe said. The legal system would "never get over the
problem of a child having to testify against a parent or
guardian".

 Recent legal reforms have made it easier for children to
give evidence by closed-circuit television and relaxed the
formal oath framework, but children still faced the
"devastating" prospect of losing the family unit and
financial security when family offenders were prosecuted.

 "There's a lot of material around to suggest that you can
counsel these people, and they will be receptive to
counselling if they're not in the judicial system," Mr Rofe
said.

 The executive director of the Victims Support Service, Mr
Michael Dawson, gave Mr Rofe his strong support.

 "Conviction rates are almost non-existent for anyone who
doesn't plead guilty," he said.

 The Attorney-General, Mr Griffin, said a Government panel
was already examining alternatives for managing child-sex
offenders.

 "No final conclusions have yet been reached," he said. 

----------------------------------------------------------




England:
----------------------------------------------------------

April 17th 1999     

_Blunkett halts inquiry into Woodhead affair_

CHRIS WOODHEAD appeared to have won his battle for survival
as Chief Inspector of Schools yesterday when David Blunkett
called a halt to inquiries into allegations of a sexual
relationship with a sixth-former more than 20 years ago. 

The Education and Employment Secretary said he had examined
a dossier submitted by Mr Woodhead's former wife and had
found no reason to launch a wider investigation. Cathy
Woodhead has claimed in a series of interviews that the
chief inspector lied when he denied having an affair with a
pupil in his days as a teacher. 

Responding to a parliamentary question from a backbench
Labour MP, Mr Blunkett said: "There is nothing in the
papers I have seen that substantiates the allegations made
against Chris Woodhead or calls into question his
suitability to continue as Her Majesty's Chief Inspector of
Schools. I do not, therefore, intend to carry out any
further investigations of this matter."

The Education Secretary's statement puts the onus on Mrs
Woodhead to carry out her threat to sue her former husband
over his denial that he had an affair with Amanda Johnston
while they were at Gordano School, near Bristol, 23 years
ago. Both have made sworn statements that their nine-year
relationship started later.

In his written answer, Mr Blunkett said: "There is no
evidence that has been presented to me that Chris Woodhead
had a sexual relationship with Amanda Johnston while she
was his pupil."

----------------------------------------------------------




Canada:
----------------------------------------------------------

April 16th 1999
 
_Sex offenders in Ontario will register with police_

Ontario intends to introduce Canada's first provincial 
sex offender register. 

"A national sex offender registry would be the most
effective means of preventing unnecessary harm against the
vulnerable in society," Ernie Eves, Ontario's deputy
minister, told a news conference Friday. 

"The federal government has chosen to ignore the
recommendation, therefore Ontario will act alone. In short,
we will do the right thing." 

 A law to create the registry will be introduced after the
Ontario legislature resumes April 22 and is expected to be
passed just before the election, likely in June. 

 Sex offenders will be required to contact police when they
move to a new community and register their address. Failure
to do so will result in a one-year jail term and $25,000
fine. 

 However, the list of names and addresses will only be
available to police, not the public. 

 Names will be made public if police believe the offender 
poses a high risk to the community. 

 Lawrence MacAulay, the federal solicitor general, says
Canada doesn't need a federal sex offender registry. All
criminals are registered on a police database called the
Canadian Police Information Centre. With consent, any
member of the public can request a criminal record check. 

 Bill Sparks, executive director of the John Howard Society
of Ontario which promotes effective responses to crime,
says the type of list Ontario proposes can backfire. 

 Sex offenders can be sent underground and into other
communities where they are freer to re-offend. 

 Sparks adds that the Ontario registry may be too punitive
since it will name sex offenders for life. 

----------------------------------------------------------

  [ Can you say "cynical vote-grabber" ? :( ]




USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

April 99

_Obscene is one thing; indecent is another_

_WASHINGTON:_ A federal law aimed at limiting e-mail smut
does not violate free-speech rights, the Supreme Court
ruled yesterday.

 The court's unanimous decision, issued without an opinion,
rejected a computer technology company's argument that one
part of the Communications Decency Act of 1996 threatens
free-speech rights.

 The law was attacked by ApolloMedia Corp., a San Francisco
firm that developed the annoy.com Web site to let people
anonymously communicate their opinions to public officials
by using language some might consider indecent.

 The challenged provision makes it a crime to send a
"communication which is obscene, lewd, lascivious, filthy
or indecent with intent to annoy, abuse, threaten or harass
another person." The provision applies to all e-mail, even
from one friend or acquaintance to another.

 A three-judge federal court upheld the law after
interpreting it to ban _only obscene material that gets no
constitutional protection_. The Supreme Court affirmed that
ruling.

_Defining obscenity_
 
Not all sexually explicit language and pictures are
obscene. Free-speech protections are lost _only if_ the
material appeals to prurient interests and depicts sexual
conduct in a patently offensive way, and that determination
is left to a jury applying contemporary 'community 
standards'.

----------------------------------------------------------

   [ Is there a 'community standard' for the Internet ? :) ]




England:
----------------------------------------------------------

17th April 1999

_Power company under fire over child abuse letter_ 
 
  THE leaflet dropping through millions of letterboxes is
deliberately emotive. "Stop it, daddy, stop it," reads the
headline. "Give 15 UK pounds to the NSPCC to help stop 
cruelty to children."

Except that it does not come from the children's charity
but a power company. The Full Stop campaign to end cruelty
will not get the money unless the householder agrees to
switch their electricity and gas supplies.

It has led to scores of complaints that a good cause is
allowing companies to use it as a cynical exercise to 
peddle power supplies.

The company involved, the American-owned South Wales
Electricity and Gas (Swalec), has previously been
criticised over its use of door-to-door salesmen. 

The leaflet is under investigation by the Advertising
Standards Authority after it received a dozen complaints. A
spokesman said: "We will be looking at it very closely and
if we feel it is likely to cause serious or widespread
offence or it does mislead people in any way we will be
taking action to get it withdrawn."

Millions of leaflets are due to be posted this week. In
all, 9m homes will receive the leaflet in a mailshot likely
to cost up to 500,000 UK pounds. Swalec says the scheme could 
raise 1m UKP in the first year alone for the NSPCC. It 
undertakes to give 15 UKP a year for at least five years so 
long as the customer stays with them. However, the small 
print says an unspecified "portion" of the promotional 
costs will be deducted from the amount raised.

The charity and the power company defended the leaflet. The
NSPCC said it doesn't believe the leaflet is alarmist.

Lucy Lambert, the charity's spokesman, said: "We appreciate
it is hard-hitting but it has to be to stir people. At the
end of the day people will choose Swalec both for the
service they are offering and the cost of their energy
supply as well as considering the benefit the NSPCC will
get as well."

The power company is offering to reduce an average domestic
fuel bill by just 60 UKP a year, a smaller saving than that
predicted by other companies. It says thousands of people
have already signed up to the offer.

----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Under-12s 'hold strings to 320bn UK pounds purse'_

AMERICA has become an economic "filiarchy", with the
under-12s influencing the spending of 320 billion UKP 
a year, it was claimed yesterday.

"Children between two and 12 are the age group with the
biggest spending power of all," said Prof James McNeal, of
Texas A University. "They have 15 billion UKP of their own,
they directly influence their parents to spend 117 billion
UKP on them and on top of that we estimate that parents spend
about 187 billion UKP with the children in mind."

----------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Child arrests increasing to meet police targets_

18th April, 1999

The numbers of children appearing in courts has soared 
over four years, particularly among girls.

Figures from the New South Wales Bureau of Crime Statistics
show the number of girls appearing before the Children's
Court on assault charges trebled between 1993 and 1997.

The numbers of girls charged with shoplifting and 
graffiti also significantly increased.

There has also been an increase in court appearances by
boys, although not as dramatic.

The Bureau of Crime Statistics' Don Weatherburn says the
figures do not necessarily mean a youth crime wave, but
could reflect an arrest drive by police against "easy
targets".

"There's been a get-tough approach by police across the
board ever since the Police Commissioner introduced the
'operation in crime' review panel - a special procedure
wherby police are held directly accountable for reducing
crime figures," he said.

"Ever since that happened there's been a huge increase in
arrests of juveniles." 

----------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
----------------------------------------------------------

Wednesday _21 April_ 1999

_Schoolgirls urged to have "more babies"_
    
A LEADING Australian politician has caused an outcry by
urging schoolgirls to produce plenty of babies for the 
good of the nation.

 Jeff Kennett, the premier of Victoria, claimed that
Australian women were not having enough children to
maintain population levels and provide a youthful input
into society.

 Mr Kennett, a father of four, addressed his remarks to 
an assembly of girls aged 14 to 18 at MacRobertson
Girls' High School in Melbourne on Monday. He said that
while Australia's current population of around 18.5 million
was dwarfed by its near neighbours, Australian women were
currently producing an average of only 1.8 children. The
girls could therefore play a significant role in the
country's future.

 Mr Kennett said: "We have an ageing population, our women
are not producing enough offspring to simply maintain our
population levels." He added that Australians should commit
themselves to increasing the country's population by at
least half over the next 60 years."

[ snip of the predictable rent-a-quote "outrage" ]

----------------------------------------------------------



England:
----------------------------------------------------------  

April 17th 1999     

_Grown-up fun in a pink wonderland_
  
Young girls' classrooms across the South East [of England] are
already alight with the news. The girls are whispering
about a wonderland, a little corner of paradise which has
recently opened at a shopping mall in Kent. Girl Heaven is 
dedicated to feminine frippery for the under 12s.

So it has a lot of pink, a lot of Barbie dolls and
heart-shaped bath soaps. And a lot of tiaras and magic
wands and attachable fairy wings. And a lot of
cheap-looking jewellery sets, made doubly irresistible by
their pink presentation boxes.

But little girls are sophisticated these days. They grow
out of fairy wings before they grow out of cots. Beyond the
stand offering wash-in hair dyes, nail salon sets and
"Tinkerbell fashion compacts" is what they really want: the
beauty parlour.

Here, for just 10 pounds, a Plain Jane Junior can begin the
expensive quest for physical beauty which will no doubt dog
her to her grave. She can have a makeover that promises to
turn her into a princess. She can have "light glitter face
make-up" applied, including lipstick and lip gloss, she can
have a tiara (to keep) and a shimmering hair-do. She can
have her hair braided at 2 pound a braid and her nails 
lacquered for a fiver. 
                              
At the back of the store, beside the line of mirrors and
smiling beauticians, there is a large pink throne with a
jewelled cloak resting on it. This is where made-over
princesses can pose at their beautiful best for a Polaroid
portrait souvenir, framed (at a cost of 3.50 UKP) in a pink
Girl Heaven memento card.

"Vanity is not what we're promoting," Vivienne Pringle, the
shop's co-founder, explains. "We don't use eyeliner or
mascara. The makeovers are about fantasy and dressing up.
About maintaining childhood. All little girls love dressing
up."
                              
Child psychologist Dr Michael Boulton does not agree. "To
put pressure on children to fit stereotypes, to lay weight
on cosmetic beauty and to teach them so early to focus
their attention on their appearance cannot be helpful," he
says. "Childhood is being eroded on every side. This is yet
another symptom of the pressure to grow up too soon." 

Judging by the comments of the parents in the beauty
parlour queue who are, without exception, in raptures about
the new shop, Dr Michael Boulton is fighting a lonely
battle. "My girl is in paradise," says one mother. "I've
never seen her so happy," says another. "It's the sort of
shop that makes a girl feel very special. This is where her
dreams come true."

When I brought my three young friends to review the shop
the air was pumping to the sound of the Spice Girls. Three
of the shop's assistants - all young, skinny, friendly and,
of course, extremely pretty - were lined across the
threshold, dancing in unison. Each wore a welcoming grin, a
badge with their name and a message. Sarah's said: "Ask me
to become a Princess". Rebekah (a part-time model) wore a
badge inviting the gaggle of seven-year-olds gazing
adoringly up at her to "Ask me to paint your nails".

Emma La Terriere, a sophisticated part-time drama student
at the Bright Lights Academy was celebrating her 11th
birthday. She was delighted by the jewellery and generally
pleased by her makeover (after consulting her beautician).
"It's a lot more funky than other shops," said Emma.
"Especially the dancers and the makeovers. But everybody
hates the Spice Girls now. I think the shop would get a lot
more attention if they were dancing to Brittany Spears or
Billie or the All Saints..."  She would have preferred it
if less space had been given over to Barbie dolls and more
to "nail varnish and stuff". In many ways, the shop was
already too young for her.

Nine-year-old Elizabeth Pokorny said that Girl Heaven,
although a bit heavy on Barbie dolls, was good on make-up,
makeovers and jewellery and definitely one of her favourite
shops.

Seven-and-a-half-year-old Divna Gakovic had no reservations. 
When she walked into Girl Heaven she froze. She looked a 
little pale and I wondered why she didn't want to wander 
round. "I'm just too excited," she said.  Well, maybe it 
was bad for her. But I wish there was a place in the world 
that could make _me_ feel so good.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Cut down version of a US 1992 article on lagal considerations
for 'abuse survivors':
------------------------------------------------------------

_Legal Consequences of Speaking out About Abuse_

There are, serious legal consequences associated with 
public statements about acts of abuse. [...]
 
Both survivors who write and speak about their experiences
and newsletters, like this one, which publish such accounts
must be constantly aware of the bounds of the law.  While
these stories must be told, care must be exercised. 

Any false statement of fact (or opinion based upon fact)
that is printed, broadcast, or spoken to a third party
about a person that tends to harm that person's reputation
is libelous and can be the basis of a lawsuit against both
the source of the information and any publication that
prints the statement.  Falsely accusing someone of criminal
activity, as is the case potentially in every situation of
unproven sexual abuse, is libelous per se.  In such
lawsuits, the person bringing the suit does not have to
show any actual loss or harm in order to be awarded money
damages. [...]

It is difficult to try to prove a case of abuse against a
perpetrator during a libel suit.  The focus of a libel case
will not be on whether the individual committed acts of
abuse but rather on the truth or falsity of each and every
specific fact that is alleged against him or her.  For any
publication that prints the statements, the focus will also
be on whether it took reasonable precautions to verify
independently the truth or accuracy of the statements. 
Even if a survivor proves the truth of all statements made,
he or she cannot be awarded any recovery in a libel suit,
usually not even recovery of attorneys' fees and costs.  A
survivor stands only to lose if any of the statements
should be found to be false, and libel awards can be
substantial.

In addition to libel, there is another legal consideration
that may, in fact, be more serious.  Publication of intimate 
details of a person's life without that person's permission 
constitutes an invasion of privacy and can serve as the basis 
for a lawsuit in which damages can also be awarded.  The truth
or falsity of the information is not a consideration; even 
if all the statements are true, because a person's right to
privacy may have been violated, an action for damages may
nevertheless be maintained. [...]

Publication of information already publicly known also is
not an invasion of privacy.  Records of arrests and
convictions (unless sealed by a court) are matters of
public record and can be used without privacy concerns. 
Likewise any details revealed at a public trial can be used
with little fear of a privacy or libel suit.

Finally, in both types of actions, the subject of the
statements must be identified or identifiable in order to
maintain a lawsuit.  Thus, if the account of abuse is told
without revealing the perpetrator's name, the account may
be protected from suit.  Care must be taken, however, to
ensure that other aspects of the account do not reveal the
perpetrator's identity.  Sometimes revealing the victim's
full name will also identify a perpetrator who is a close
family member.  Likewise, identifying the perpetrator's
occupation, residence, or relationship to the victim may
lead to identification of the individual when read in the
context of other facts in the account.

The same concerns attach to any recounting of a survivor's
experiences, regardless of the form in which it is
published. Letters to the editor, first-person accounts,
providing information to a reporter for a news story -- all
are held to the same standards.  In fact, if the individual
is identified or identifiable, even a work of fiction that
is closely based upon fact can lead to libel or privacy
suits. [...]

------------------------------------------------------------




Art:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Body-part artist faces controversy with nude studies_

19th April 1999
      
Anthony Noel Kelly, the artist convicted of stealing human
body parts, is courting controversy with a new exhibition
of photographs of naked people aged between one and 84.

 The exhibition, called Birthdays, will be held at a
gallery in the east end of London in June. It features
life-size, black and white photographs of the nude
subjects, which were taken while Kelly was awaiting 
trial last year.

 It took him about two years to assemble the group, as he
had difficulty finding people in the younger age range
willing to pose nude. All those who posed have signed a
consent form confirming they are willing to be featured in
the show.

 Kelly was reluctant to talk about the new show last week
in advance of an interview he is giving to the BBC's
Newsnight on May 5. But Edwina Orr, who runs the 291
gallery in Shoreditch, where the photos will go on show,
said: "It is a very powerful show and visually very
interesting. It is an extension of his other work in as
much as it records a life cycle." Mrs Orr said Kelly has a
"passionate seriousness" about his art and is a man of
"enormous integrity".

Kelly, 42, a nephew of the Duke of Norfolk, was convicted
of stealing human remains from the Royal College of 
Surgeons in London last year. His activities came to light
after he exhibited the cast of the head and shoulders of a
dead man at a contemporary art show in London. The man, 
who had a price tag of 4,500 UKP, was recognised by a member 
of the public who alerted police.

Kelly had his nine-month sentence reduced to three months
by the Court of Appeal having served six weeks in Brixton
Prison, and was released last May. Kelly never denied using 
human remains for his work but said he had always treated 
them "with respect".

------------------------------------------------------------




Opinion piece:
------------------------------------------------------------

18th April 1999

_A. N. Wilson_

_It is time we were more grown-up about children_

When we read the erstwhile Mrs Chris Woodhead [see item above] 
is threatening to sue her ex-husband, we can be perfectly 
sure that she is not doing so because she is vindictive. It 
is merely because she cares so passionately about vulnerable
sixth-formers who might or might not have affairs with
their teachers. The teaching unions, who have had such a
hard time at the hands of Mr Woodhead, only share Mrs
Woodhead's desire to rake up an affair which the man did or
did not have with Amanda Johnson when she was his pupil at
Gordano School 25 years ago because they too care so much
about kids. Likewise, you would surely not be so cynical,
would you, as to suppose that the Lords have only rejected
the Government's bill to lower the age of consent for gay
boys because they wished to make political capital out of
the situation?  [ Note to USA readers - Englishman being 
ironical, alert! :) ]

Whatever your views, these two cases are two more examples
of our current obsession, as a society, with the question
of sex and the very young. And because they both hinge on
the question of age, they are timely reminders of what
moral illiterates we have become. It is so very easy to say
that something is good at 15 and bad at 16. Much more
difficult to ask ourselves what we mean by good and bad in
the first place.

The trouble with an Age of Consent when sex is in question
is that it immediately invites contradiction. Laws which
are designed to "protect" children end up by having the
effect which is very nearly the opposite. Instead of saying
that this behaviour is depraved, or dangerous, we merely
congratulate ourselves by saying that we have stopped
14-year-olds doing it.

Introduce an age of consent into any area of human activity
and you are begging persons of common sense to make
objections. What? You can marry at 16, join the army at 16
but not go to bed with a chap?

On this particular question, incidentally, the Peers - many
of them educated at boarding schools - must have short
memories. The argument against lowering the age of gay
consent would appear to be that many boys go through a
"phase" when they are uncertain of their sexuality. The
further implication is that it would be much better if they
veered off eventually in a heterosexual direction rather
than being corrupted by "older men". But if this argument
were followed to its logical conclusion, and if it were
weighed against what actually happens in real life, two
pieces of law would be enacted at once by the Lords. First,
they would ban grown-up homosexuality again. Secondly, they
would recognise that the only sort of gay sex which is, in
their sense, harmless, was the teenage variety, since, like
teenage socialism, it is something which nearly all of us
in England go through and outgrow.

We already have laws against rape, abduction, indecent
assault, incest: these laws apply whether the offences are
committed by minors or by grown-ups. Introduce an age of
consent into the picture and you are immediately asking
someone else to reduce it. Having a baby without adequate
preparation or family support is disastrous at any age.
Doing so aged 13 in a happy family environment is not
necessarily the end of the world. But - and this is the
important point - no one in their right mind would
recommend young girls of 15-16 to have babies. By having
"ages of consent" you somehow imply that once they get
beyond a certain age, foolish behaviour is perfectly OK. 

We have failed our children by failing to think this
through unsentimentally. It is so much easier to say that
we believe in a grown-up person's "right" to do this or
that idiotic thing, while sentimentally wishing to
"protect" the young.

Some people have tried to devise theories about this, and
attempted to demonstrate that there is some dark paedophile
strain in a society whose films, advertisements and even
political discourse is swamped by nauseous and saccharine
sentimentality about children. We demonise - so the theory
runs - what we secretly yearn for.

But this is too clever. I think we are simply in a muddle.

Once you abandon the old idea that sex is wicked (in the
grown-up, old-fashioned sense of the word) unless performed
by monogamous married couples, it becomes logically very
difficult to distinguish between one form of the activity
and another. We all know that some children have sexual
experiences and it is hysterical nonsense to say that this
will always "scar them for life". Some 11-year-old
fumblings would be far less likely to scar you for life
than an unwise love affair aged 45.

What we all need, as individuals and as a society, is a
sane, unpriggish and good-humoured recognition that most
forms of sexual activity are best kept private. By all
means let us imprison those who rape or threaten children. 

But in those confused cases of consensual sex between those 
under or over an age limit, no useful purpose is served by 
bringing in the police and the newspapers. Let the housewives 
who fall in love with boy scouts have a row with the boys' 
parents, but don't let's bring the matter before a magistrate. 
Decide what we think about homosexuality, and then recognise 
that most 16-year-olds can look after themselves in this
department. Policeman Plod won't help him do so. Recognise 
that sometimes teachers fall in love with pupils and vice 
versa. If, years later, the teacher becomes a famous, 
union-bashing educational reformer, find some other stick 
to beat him with, and leave his emotional life out of the 
picture. 

--------------------------------------------------------------
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EU:
------------------------------------------------------------

22nd Arpil 1999

_MEPs reject e-mail tapping plan_

ENFOPOL 98, a European Union initiative to tap telephone
conversations, email and faxes, has been rejected outright
by Euro-MPs who see it as an invasion of privacy.

 The European Parliament's civil liberties committee voted
on Tuesday to throw out the initiative which was developed
in secret by EU justice ministers. The draft initiative
only came to light in January, when it was leaked to a
German Internet magazine, causing uproar in the parliament
because MEPs had not been consulted.

 Enfopol 98, or the "Convention on mutual assistance in
legal matters", gives national governments wide-ranging
powers to intercept communications without a court order,
in order to combat "serious crime" - but a "serious
crime" is not defined.

 "Anybody or any company involved in any crime can be
tapped," said Tony Bunyan, director of Statewatch, the
British civil liberties group.

 Internet service providers would have to give the police
the name, address and other details of subscribers under
suspicion. Satellite phone companies would also be expected
to track suspects as they travel.

 The European Parliament is expected to vote against the
initiative again in Strasbourg next month. EU justice
ministers, however, can ignore the parliament's opinion.

------------------------------------------------------------



EU: ...but they want to ban anonymous remailers
------------------------------------------------------------

NTK, 23rd April 1999

Anonymous e-mail, hey? Completely unaccountable, able to
create mental anguish over vast distances with little
possibility of redress, and the haunt of faceless
non-entities who don't give a damn about the consequences.
And that's just the legislators! Yes, the EU are at it
again. This time - oh, what is it this time?  Drug dealers?
Cyberterrorists? Nope, it's *child pornographers* who are
the excuse for a blanket ban on all anonymous e-mail on the
continent. To be honest, we can't even work out at what
stage this legislative proposal is at, nor how the
committee's insistence that anonymous e-mail should be
verboten is going to make it into the final law.  All we
know is that their URL is longer than the the thinking time
these apparatchiks spent on the ramifications.

http://wwww.ntk.net/anoneu/
  - search for "anonymous". Weep.

http://info.anonymizer.com/kosovo.shtml
  - let's stamp this out!

http://www.gilc.org/speech/anonymous/
  - signed confessions 

------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
------------------------------------------------------------

Thursday 22nd April 1999

_Heads defend 'vilified' Woodhead_
     
A GROUP of head teachers yesterday demanded an end to the
"witch hunt" against chief schools inspector Chris Woodhead.

 Jim Hudson, head of Two Mile Ash Middle School, Milton
Keynes, Bucks, said up to 40 colleagues could resign from
the National Association of Head Teachers if it pursued a
campaign "vilifying" Mr Woodhead.

 David Hart, the association's general secretary, is asking
his union's national council today to refer allegations
against Mr Woodhead to the Director of Public Prosecutions,
claiming the Government was "sweeping under the carpet"
charges that he had an affair with a sixth-form pupil.

 But Mr Hudson said Mr Hart was acting without a mandate
from his members, and accused him of backing a "witch
hunt". He said: "I think the national council should
consider asking Mr Hart to resign, because he is claiming
to represent members' views without in any way consulting
them."

Last night Mr Woodhead, in his frankest comments since the
row erupted, said: "If your critics cannot fault the logic
of your argument, they will attack your reputation. 
"The teacher unions have been trying to get rid of me since
I was appointed. The NAHT's action today is their latest
attempt. 

"No doubt it will serve to generate more columns of
newsprint and minutes of airtime. So be it. 

"There is nothing I can do to prevent these attempts to
distract me from my job as Chief Inspector. As far as I am
concerned, it is business as usual." 

------------------------------------------------------------




Australia:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Judge child-sex case thrown out_

22nd April 1999

JUDGE Philip Ronald Bell was yesterday cleared after a
magistrate threw out the charges because of a lack of
evidence.

Judge Bell, 57, will soon be back in the job he voluntarily
stood down from on the NSW District Court bench last
October, when the two charges of buggery and two charges of
indecent assault were laid.

Civil libertarians yesterday called for an inquiry into how
the charges were laid by police without consulting the
office of the NSW Director of Public Prosecutions.

The investigation into Judge Bell by police was made
against a backdrop of unsubstantiated allegations of "big
name" paedophiles, high-level cover-ups and the attempted
naming of politicians and serving judges by MP Franca Arena
in the NSW Parliament.

In November 1996, retired NSW Supreme Court judge David
Yeldham committed suicide after being named by Ms Arena.

Ms Arena, who failed in a bid to be re-elected to the NSW
upper house, last night had nothing to say.

Late one afternoon in October last year, Judge Bell,
accompanied by his lawyer, drove from the District Court to
the nearby Sydney Police Centre to be charged by the Child
Protection Unit of the NSW Police.

The unit, headed by Detective-Sergeant Michael Woodhouse,
took the rare step of laying charges in such a high-profile
case without first consulting prosecutors.

The judge drove into the police centre past media
representatives who had been tipped off about the arrest.

President of the Australian Council for Civil Liberties,
Terry O'Gorman, yesterday condemned the police decisions
and called for the NSW Police Integrity Commission to
investigate.

"The hysteria has reached its peak; it's now time for
politicians to have some steel and bring in some procedural
protections for people being wrongly charged, let alone
wrongly convicted," Mr O'Gorman said.

---

_Error of Judgment_
 
24th April 1999

 This week a judge was cleared of child sex charges. But,
 reports Stephen Gibbs, questions remain about the way he
 was charged and his name made public.


__ THE 5pm news bulletin on 2BL on October 30 last year
included a short item that had Nicholas Cowdery reeling. An
unnamed 56-year-old District Court judge was being charged
with having had anal sex with a boy. The allegations were
more than 30 years old, the victim as young as 12 and the
matter to go before court the next month.

 Cowdery, the Director of Public Prosecutions and
responsible for running all indictable offences in NSW
courts, knew nothing about the charges. "I had no inkling
that this was to occur; neither had anyone in my office,"
he said.

 But cadet reporters, constables and a couple of cab
drivers had known what was going on for hours before the
judge was named. So had anyone wandering past the media
scrum outside the Sydney Police Centre in Goulburn Street
who bothered to ask who was inside.

 Judge Philip Ronald Bell, now 57, does not wish to talk
about that day. He spent the morning hearing a civil court
case and the afternoon in the SPC being charged with two
counts of buggery and three of indecent assault.

 He was still inside with detectives at 5pm as the charges
against him were broadcast. He was photographed and filmed
as he left about 6pm and named in another ABC report an
hour later.

 It would be almost five months before the Privacy
Committee member had the chance to defend himself in court.
By then one charge of indecent assault had been dropped and
a magistrate had described his accuser as being reckless
with the truth.

 Bell was cleared of all charges after two days of
committal hearing on Wednesday and will return to work next
month. But questions about the circumstances under which he
was charged without reference to the DPP, and his being
named without an appearance in court continue.

 The case has brought expressions of concern from the
International Commission of Jurists, the Bar Association,
the Law Society, the Ombudsman and, in particular, Nicholas
Cowdery.

 "In our system every individual is equal before the law
and entitled to equal treatment," Cowdery said late this
week. "In this case Judge Bell did not receive it. And that
is because of the conduct by the police."

 It is standard practice for police considering charges
that would eventually go before a jury to seek legal advice
on the strength of their evidence from the DPP, which
prosecutes all such matters.

 Since Justice James Wood's investigations during the
Police Royal Commission's into pedophilia, alleged sex 
crimes against children have become a big political and 
social issue. The former Upper House MP Franca Arena 
became notorious when she announced in October 1997 that 
she would implicate judges and businessmen as child 
sex offenders.

 The allegations of a political and judicial conspiracy to
protect pedophiles had been examined by the retired judge
John Nader, QC, who found them to be "false in all
respects" and to have caused "groundless destruction" of
reputations. A parliamentary committee had agreed with
Nader and ordered Arena to apologise.

 Three days after Judge Philip Ronald Bell was charged, his
solicitor, Michael Marx, said his client would be denying
all offences and looked forward to his day in court. That
was Monday, November 2.

 The next day Bob Carr said he was surprised that Bell, who
had stood down from presiding over criminal matters when he
was charged, was still hearing civil claims. The Premier
would ask the Attorney-General, Jeff Shaw, to take up the
matter with Chief Judge Reg Blanch.

 On Wednesday, "to promote public confidence in the
judicial system", Bell said he would "step aside from
hearing any further cases until the dismissal of the
criminal charges against me".

 Asked at the time if there had been any political pressure
put on his client, Marx said, "I have no idea. There may
well have been..."

 Bell had been charged by detectives from 'Strike Force
Cori', created by Police Commissioner Peter Ryan in December
1997 to investigate Arena's claims of child sex activities,
murder and satanic ritual. The strike force is commanded by 
Detective Superintendent Michael Woodhouse, a former 
Yorkshire Police investigator appointed by Ryan.

 The day after Bell was charged Arena was full of praise.
 "I want to congratulate Superintendent Woodhouse and his
team," she said. "They have been very thorough and very
committed." Two days later Woodhouse issued a statement
denying Cori had leaked Bell's imminent charging to the
press.

 Woodhouse said "certain people, including members of the
legal profession", were aware of the impending arrest.
Police had warned a number of others associated with the
inquiry that "care was required to ensure nothing was said
which could prejudice the legal processes".

 As the evidence emerged, flaws in the case became obvious.
A self-proclaimed former teenage 'rent boy' was making 
uncorroborated allegations that a man of unblemished 
character had sexually assaulted him more than 30 years ago.

 Roger Byrne, a 45-year-old labourer on workers'
compensation [dole], did not make any allegation to anyone 
about Bell until a legal conference with Greg Woods, QC, in 
1996. Woods, now a District Court judge, properly suggested 
Byrne could contact the Police Royal Commission, which he 
did. He named Philip Bell, solicitor, as having had anal 
sex with him several times in the late 1960s.

 In September 1996 Byrne showed royal commission officers a
top-floor flat in Ramsgate Avenue, North Bondi, where he
claimed he was cajoled into sex by Bell, who held the lease
on that unit from 1967 to 1970. Byrne pointed to another
house Bell had bought at Clovelly in 1975 but also picked
out two addresses that had no link to the judge.

 Byrne said the Philip Bell who assaulted him was about 40,
rotund and bearded. He had once picked him up in Boomerang
Street near Hyde Park in a white two-door Mercedes.

 But at all relevant times Bell was in his 20s,
clean-shaven and slender and had never owned such a car.
The description better matched the judge's appearance from
about 1980 onwards.

 Such discrepancies, which were not made public until this
week's committal hearing, would normally be reviewed by the
DPP before charges were laid. "There would have been an
opportunity for the sorts of matters that ultimately
emerged in the committal hearing to have been identified
and to have been considered so that a more properly
informed decision could have been made about whether or not
to charge the judge," Cowdery said.

 Six weeks after Bell was charged police issued another
statement saying they had provided the DPP with copies of
victim statements and a comprehensive summary of the facts
"from the outset". A full brief of the evidence was served
at the judge's first appearance on November 27, a month
after the charges had been laid.

 "As the prosecuting authority the DPP retains the right to
withdraw charges and it is significant that he chose not to
exercise this option," the Police Service said.

 But while that decision was the DPP's responsibility, he
may have had little choice. There was, the office and the
magistrate who heard the committal agreed, a prima facie,
"at first appearance", case against the judge.

 A decision to stop proceedings before the evidence was
examined at committal was not in the public interest,
Cowdery said. "There was material on which a prima facie
case could be, and was, established. That by itself may be
sufficient reason to continue with the proceedings."

 But had the proceedings been stopped there might have been
"a sense of disquiet in the community", Cowdery said. The
feeling was the DPP could be seen as protecting a member 
of the legal community if the case did not go to court.

 Also, the judge had been publicly accused of a crime some
find more abhorrent than murder. "That needed to be dealt
with," Cowdery said.

 On Monday this week Byrne told the magistrate, Malcolm
Beveridge, he had been seduced by Bell after a daytime
party at his North Bondi flat and "f---ed up the arse".

 The judge firmly stated he had never met Byrne and
produced photographs to prove he did not fit his accuser's
description. "This must surely be the end of the road in
this case," Bell's barrister, Ian Barker, QC, said.

 Beveridge agreed it was. "Certainly if the case turned on
oral testimony... I would have thought there was no
reasonable prospect that the jury would prefer Mr Byrne's
testimony to that of the defendant," he said. "I am obliged
to discharge the defendant."

------------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Store under attack over cover girl_

25th April 1999

A war of words has erupted after a nine-year-old
girl appeared on the cover of a David Jones [retail
clothing store] catalogue.

A feminist group of 11 Queensland women say she is 
being 'exploited' and they are threatening to close 
their accounts at the store.

The women, led by Queensland Senator Margaret Reynolds,
claim the child is wearing makeup. They've sent a 
letter to David Jones chief executive Peter Wilkinson 
seeking an apology. 

"Our initial reaction has been one of shock and sadness
that a store we believed had a commitment to middle
Australian families could join the general move ... down
the totally unacceptable path of using our children in 
this way.

"We seek from David Jones a public apology for the use of
this child in this way and an assurance. Unless that 
apology is forthcoming, we intend to close our accounts 
and withdraw our financial support from David Jones."

Women's Electoral Lobby NSW convenor Sarah Maddison said:
"It's just incredibly inappropriate to have an image of 
a very young girl on the cover in the wake of so much 
discussion about paedophilia."

A spokeswoman for David Jones said: "David Jones has a
policy to maintain the highest standards in relation of
portrayal of children in advertising.

"Children are only presented wearing appropriate age
children's clothing." 

------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Anyone got an url for a scan of this cover ? ]




Thailand:
------------------------------------------------------------

Bangkok Post - Mar 17th 1999

_Higdon's Hiccup_

Paul Higdon, Interpol's top crime-fighter, the genius who
scheduled the anti-heroin conference in Burma one kilometre
from the posh homes of the world's two most-wanted heroin
dealers - that Paul Higdon - told Reuters news agency that
paedophiles view one million sexually explicit images on
the Internet 1,200 times every day; Interpol's top
crime-fighter said a University of Pittsburgh study proved
it; he was, charitably, unaware that the world-famous Rimm
Report has been absolutely disowned, trashed, discredited 
and debunked as the utter nonsense it obviously was when it
first (but not for long) fooled Time magazine editors in
1996.

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

April 22, 1999 

_Kids who are different are all suspects now_

By the time the media autopsies of Tuesday's tragic mass
shooting at Colorado's Columbine High School have made way
for The Next Big Story, we'll hear about every CD, computer
game, TV show and web site the shooters ever listened to,
played with or watched.

 The usual TV violence critics will denounce TV violence.
The Marilyn Manson haters will accuse him of leading
children into acts of nihilism. Those who knock the Net
will find another reason to call for its censorship. 

Check it out: One of the three so-called Trenchcoat Mafia
members arrested after the murders was wearing a South Park
t-shirt. 

Here we go again. Time to shoot the messengers. 

I suppose you can't blame folks for trying to rationalize
the irrational. It's much too disturbing to believe that,
sometimes, some people, out of the clear blue sky and for
no reason, simply go ballistic. 

Listening to the "experts" yesterday, it seemed that
everybody's trying to find reason in insanity, order in
chaos.

Never mind how the single most wacko thing in U.S. society
is that millions of Americans buy guns every year. For the
past two days, as the furrowed foreheads on CNN fretted
about how kids have such easy access to adults-only
weaponry, almost nobody questioned why anybody has guns,
or why children are routinely allowed to carry guns to 
school.

But that's to be expected in a land where "the right to
bear arms" is part of the constitution, right after the
bit about freedom of speech.

Interesting though, how so many of the same people who
defend the Second Amendment would jettison the first. 
But that's not the most puzzling bit about this horror
show.

The youth images marketed by the mass media, whether
they're the earnest goodie-goodies of Dawson's Creek or 
the clean-cut dancers in those Gap ads, are really about
pushing conformity - which is often, ironically and
cleverly, disguised as rebellion.

But, in reality land, if you stand out in any way or don't
belong to the usual cliques (jocks, preppies, stoners,
etc.), you'll be mocked or hated.

Which is what seems to have happened to Columbine's Eric
Harris and Dylan Klebold.

"They dressed differently and they acted differently,"
said fellow student Casey Brackley. "I never saw them
threaten anybody or bully anybody, but we avoided them
because they were different."

Perhaps Harris and Klebold wouldn't have found each other
so easily - and ended things this way - if they hadn't been
so alienated from the crowd.

And that's the real media message here: The supposed choice
we have is just an illusion.

The alienation comes, not just from forsaking real-life
relationships for make-believe connections with made-up
characters, but also from how the "world" that TV
portrays will have no truck with the truly different or
diverse.

Individuality and independence are just too damned
dangerous in this globally branded, chain-stored,
McCulturized world.

So God help the kids who are different. They're all
suspects now.

-----------------------------------------------------------



Letter: 
-----------------------------------------------------------
     
                     RARELY have I been so shocked by an
editorial as by yours on the question of what to do with
"dangerous paedophiles" (27 April). You seem to confuse
paedophiles with convicted child-murderers. They are
not interchangeable categories. Convicted child-murderers
ought, quite obviously, to be kept isolated, presumably in
hospitals rather than prisons. You glibly call for
philosophical objections to imprisoning potentially
dangerous individuals to be "swept aside". You are calling
for people to be jailed not for what they do, but what they
are. We need to remember Pastor Niemoller's often-quoted
remarks: first the state imprisons those none of whose
characteristics one shares, but it finally ends up
imprisoning all and sundry at its sole whim. In the 1930s,
it was the Jews and the Gypsies, then the Communists, then
all democrats in general. Shall we, in the 1990s, begin
with the paedophiles?
  
Published in The Independent newspaper - London

------------------------------------------------------------



UK: appeal
------------------------------------------------------------

Tuesday April 20, 11:01 AM_
 
_Police leaflet 80,000 to catch rapist_

Police are to leaflet 80,000 homes in north-east London 
in a desperate appeal for information on a rapist who 
has sexually assaulted five children in the area.

A fourth attack has now been linked to the previous
incidents, all of which happened in Woodford, Clayhall and
Elm Park between April 1994 and last June.

In the most recent attack the man approached two
nine-year-old girls as they were playing on bicycles in the
Clayhall area of Ilford, lured them into woodland next to
Claybury Hospital, Woodford Bridge, and indecently
assaulted them.

In the first incident an 11-year-old boy was attacked as he
was walking to school from Roding Lane North into a wooded
area known as Pancake Hill. He was approached from behind
by the man, who sometimes rides a mountain bike, threatened
with a knife and pushed into bushes where he was sexually
assaulted. In November 1994 a 14-year-old was attacked as
she walked home from school on a public footpath next to a
golf course and wooded area close to Woodford New Road. She
was raped after being forced into the woods.

In 1995, an 11-year-old boy was threatened with a knife and
raped in woodland off Upper Rainham Road, Hornchurch.

Detective Chief Inspector Michael Allen, leading the
investigation, said: "We will be distributing 80,000
leaflets to homes in the Woodford, Clayhall and Elm Park.
We strongly believe that this man either lives, may have
lived, or has some connection, with these areas."

The suspect is white, between 5ft 6in and 5ft 10in, in his
twenties or thirties with short ginger hair. Anyone with
information should contact Arbour Square Police Station on
0171 275 4377. 

------------------------------------------------------------



Movie review:
------------------------------------------------------------

New York Post, 1998

_'LAWN DOGS' AVOIDS PITFALLS IN FAMILIAR TURF_

IN the recent hubbub about Adrian Lyne's "Lolita," JonBenet
Ramsey and Internet pedophilia, a conflicting home truth is
being overlooked. There can be healthy relationships
between prepubescent girls and adult males. Call it the
"favorite uncle syndrome."

John Duigan's surreal sex comedy, "Lawn Dogs," is a funny,
moving portrait of two idiosyncratic friends, one of whom
happens to be below the age of consent.

Indie star Sam Rockwell ("Box of Moonlight") plays Trent,
the Kentucky lawn dog in question. The high school grad
mows grass at Camelot Gardens, one of those idyllic
suburban communities with mansions set on postage stamp
lawns.

Devon (Mischa Barton) is a Camelot Gardens princess with
the soul of a Tim Burton outcast; she presses dead flies
into the cookies she bakes with her mother (Kathleen
Quinlan).

The girl befriends trailer trash Trent. Before you know it,
they're having cookouts, raiding chicken coops and showing
each other their scars. He took a shotgun hit; she had
open-heart surgery.

In a memorable scene, the couple caper on the cab of Trent's
rusty Ford pickup to a Bruce Springsteen tune. He's 21,
she's 10; he knows the risks, she doesn't.

Trent and Devon bring out the truth in each other. "Sirens"
director Duigan and screenwriter Naomi Wallace capture the
rush of finding a soulmate in an otherwise lonely
landscape.

Faster than Trent can say my trailer is your trailer, the
paternal villains of Camelot (Devon's father, Christopher
McDonald, and security guard Bruce McGill) swoop down on
the lawn dog like the hounds of hell.

Maybe a contemporary look at a man and his girl can't go
anywhere else. But, before "Lawn Dogs" reaches its florid
and overwrought ending, it illuminates a taboo-busting
truth about the favorite uncle syndrome and little girls
made of sugar and spice and squashed black flies.

--

_The Disenchanted_

PARDON me if I can't stomach another wistful French male
fantasy that pairs a stunning teen beauty with a ghastly
geezer. Call it the Roman Polanski syndrome, but there
should be a vaccine for this.

The Film Forum has disinterred Benoit Jacquot's 1990 sex
experiment "The Disenchanted" after the cinema scored last
year with his 1996 "A Single Girl."

"The Disenchanted" is the adventure of a sexually active
17-year-old. Beth (Judith Godreche) acts on her sulky young
lover's post-coital challenge to pick up and bed three
unattractive men.

Benoit's trite outing, a Parisian "Dogfight," is a
well-made mid-career drama from a promising talent and that
reason alone may justify its belated American release for
some cineastes and nearly all dirty old men who can
tolerate subtitles. 

Godreche is one of those chestnut-tressed Gallic beauties
who look stylish in a chintzy print dress and pull-on
sneakers. Acne never darkened her mirror.

It wouldn't be French if our young Beth couldn't both dirty
dance and give a sprightly lecture on the poet Rimbaud and
the youthful disenchantment that made him abandon poetry
for African adventures.

In the end, the movie becomes ever so "Gigi." Beth's
invalid mother hands her daughter down to the kept woman's
repulsive wealthy lover Uncle (Ivan Desny), known simply as
Sugar Daddy.

Beth strips for the old man (a golden opportunity for
filmmaker Jacquot and drooling pedophiles). Presumably she
beds him since she returns home with a check big enough to
make Mamman jealous.

Alas, Beth is disenchanted, but the teen doesn't surrender
her poetic side to Uncle. Thank heaven for little girls who
idolize Rimbaud. 

------------------------------------------------------------
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'Daveboy' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Sihme' wrote:
>I have decided that one of the things I'm doing for Pedo Pride Day
>is to produce a flyer and post it up around the city.  I did the 
>producing today, and printed out 30 copies, which I'm going to put 
>up probably tomorrow.  Although the idea of doing it in broad daylight
> has its appeal, I don't want to be lynched, so I'll do it at night 
>when there's no one around!
>The flyer reads :
>
> "Paedophilia -
>
> Is NOT a disease and is NOT evil, however,
> it IS the world's most misunderstood and hated sexual orientation.
> <snip>

Direct and to the point Sihme, an excelent flyer!
I posted a similar piece to the national press last year
but didn't notice any feedback in the media, so they
probably just ignore these posts to them, a flyer though,
is a far better idea, It gets the message DIRECT to Joe Public
without it being 'adulterated' by the media.

  [ I kind of think making a web-site might be a better idea,
    but I could be wrong. ]

Noticing the way you spell paedophilia with an 'ae', would
I be correct in thinking you are in the U.K. (like me)?, 
if so, it would be great to see your flyer in MY local City!!
(wonder what the chances of that are?)

  [ Yes, US spells it "pedo..." - while Canada, UK, Australia
    New Zealand spell is "paedo..." ]

Pity you didn't tell us about this flyer idea sooner,
it may have been something we could have all tried,
with the same flyer all over the country, it MIGHT
have had an effect. I know that our situation seems hopeless 
at times, but if we don't at least TRY these ideas, we'll never 
change anything.

We need to organise ourselves to make a full attack with lots
of people posting flyers all over the country (wherever it is) 
on the same day (or night!)

Good Luck to everyone with whatever you're doing (or DID) on PPDay.

   [ I thought of a slick summer slogan to go with a picture of a 
     pretty girl on a sticker (there's a thought, instead of flyers,
     buy sheets of large stickers for your printer, and print
     hand-sized stickers!) -- "Minus 16 - Cool!"  The legal picture
     would maybe be a girl in a swimsuit in an icy looking
     environment - some of the arty pictures from Vogue Bambini 
     would be likely candidates.  ]

--

'Elminster Trueheart' wrote:

>Hi everybody, I have finally gotten around to posting. I hope the
>formatting for this is correct, heheh.
>Right now I am working with the IFS, where we hope to keep the 
>work of TheSlurp going.
>We at the Intergenerational Freedom Society would also like any 
>input that anybody can give us! So visit and write! :)
>
>The IFS is at: 
>http://www.freealways.com/ifs/
><snip>

Great to see the PLF reborn this way...

'Daveboy'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'The Fairy Knight' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello all. This is what, my second post? 

I would like to ask how many of you are into sci-fi 
and fantasy? Any who may be, what are some good
books or movies with a gl attraction? I know of a
few that I could suggest, but would like to know
if anyone would be interested in hearing.

  [ 'Stargate' apparently has an eyeful of semi clad 
     children ? ]

Interesting experiences: there were some Girl 
Scouts between the ages of eight and twelve 
selling cookies at the store I usualy shop at,
and every time I would walk by they would 
pester me into buying a box. Shouldn't there be
a law? I am defensless v. the eyes of a 
beautiful child ;)

I had the opportunity to volunteer to read stories
to some young children. It was fun!!!!! One
little delight read a couple of books to the
volunteers. And she was such a beautiful girl too!
I sat right over her sholder looking at pictures
and helping her with hard words. Wasn't my
fault that was the only place I could sqeeze into 
the circle!! We also played a game where we all sat
in a circle holding hands. I was between two little 
girls about nine or ten. Oh Heaven!!!

There has been some discusion of what makes us the
way we are. Who knows? All I know is that I like
little girls and have since I was about two feet 
tall myself. And yes, sexual feelings have always 
been part of that. So has protectivness and a myriad 
of other emotions that I can't put a name to. 

Thanks to Ianthe for the new Fresh Petals, and
for ASGL.

'The Fairy Knight'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sihme' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Well, my initial effort of posting the flyers was a failure :(

I'm going to go out again later this evening when there 
are even *fewer* people around.  I put about 7 of them up 
on bus shelters, using sticky-tape unfortunately, and when
I drove past them on the way home they had all been torn
down! Al-bloody-ready!!  I must say it was a bit of a shock,
and depressed me, considering how damned nerve-wracking
it was putting them there in the first place.  At one stage a guy
caught me in the act, but he was friendly.. and said 'I read one
of those over at [other place], but a lady just tore it down'.  

God, are people so intolerant?  I think that maybe my reading
so much ASGL-L has given me "cognitive distortions", leading
to my having faith in humanity.

But I'm not crushed yet, my one-man Paedophile Liberation
Army is continuing operations.

Further updates to follow,

--

Well, as I said, I went out last night and posted the remainder
of my flyers both in the city and populous suburban areas.
Unfortunately, today when I went to check them, all except
two had been torn down, even though my method of securing
them was such that removal was difficult, they did the best they
could.

I know it doesn't mean that everybody is completely intolerant.
It was probably just been a couple of people who did it, but it
is on the whole a little demoralizing.  I suppose it was a little
bit like blowing into the wind, to stick up such a matter-of-fact
flyer.  Other things must be done first, it seems, though I think
people will be ripping down flyers even when (if) the majority of
people support paedophilia.

Doing this has really stressed me out.  I'm not one to stress
much about anything, but the fear involved in putting them up
combined with the feeling of rejection concomitant with their
being ripped down seems to have made me a little sick.

A good lesson though... at least now I'll be a bit more wary
about putting a similar message on a T-shirt and parading 
around! Hahah! They'd rip ME down.  Man.. society can
be a harsh place when you oppose it.

For the time being, and perhaps for evermore, the world of
girl-love will only be for us, and the little girls.  Who else 
deserves it anyway?  And why the hell am I trying to share it?

For now, my thoughts will be leaving societal issues and 
returning to where they belong.. lgs :-)

Peace,

'Sihme'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'nickless' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

(To Ianthe: I've been having some trouble explaining my thoughts 
in English. Could you please check if my posts are clear enough, 
and make any correction? I would aprecciate it. By the way, 
congratulations on your work with the ASGL-L. It's a great list!)

Greetings

On Sunday I went to fetch my mother at the airport. It was a 
good opportunity to "girl-watch", as 'Desire' said. There were 
two girls together, looking 12yo and 10yo. The older's breasts 
were just developing, and as she wore no bra, I could see it, 
with her little niples pointing out. The other one was a short 
and thin blonde. They ran all over the place, giggling. So 
cute! At the book store, I saw a blonde girl, about 5yo, 
reading some book, when she looked at me. I smiled to her, 
but she just stared for some more time and then went back 
to her book.

Yesterday, I told a friend of mine I was a pedophile. I 
thought she would think I was a pervert, but actually her 
reaction was very calm. "Everyone has the right to choose 
their sexual orientation.", she said! I'm glad now I did 
it.

Thanks 'Desire', for the information regarding the PLF!

--

'Surgeboy'
>Naturally, Nickless, we never take Freud seriously.  
>Partly because of him, we Ped's are in our 'boat'.  
>Most experts agree that Freud did a marvelous job of 
>paving the way for psychology but, you know what they say:

Sorry I ever mentioned his name. ;)

--

I watched a little show from the balcony of my apartment 
today. I was wandering through the place, looking for 
something to do (it was holiday today) when I saw two 
girls on the next building playground. One was a 10yo 
with curly brown hair, blue eyes and white skin. Although 
she was a little overwheight, she was still very cute, 
and had a very sensual walking. I'll call her Julia. I 
know her because I used to play with her elder sister, 
with whom I had fallen in love some time ago. The other 
girl was a 9yo with blonde hair and a beautiful tan.

I was immediately drawn to that site. I got a magazine, 
sat on the balcony and pretended I was reading it, 
while I looked at them. They were reading some magazine 
together. They finally got bored, and started talking 
about something else. Julia laid herself on a bench 
with her belly upwards and then she raised her feet 
up to her head, trying to catch it with her hands, 
while talking to her friend. She was wearing a tight 
cotton short, so you can imagine the view I had from 
her (if I've explained myself clearly). She got up, 
and for some reason, huged her friend. Such a beautiful 
sight! Finally, they left for their apartments.

This brought me back some memories. I met Julia 
when she was 7. I've always found her very beautiful 
and she seemed to like me a lot. Whenever I came 
around, she would run to me and ask me to play with 
her and her friends, what I usually did. After my 
love for her sister waned, I noticed how sweet 
she was, and I became very fond of her. After some 
time, although we were still neighbours, I lost 
contact with both. But for the rest of this day, 
I couldn't stop thinking about Julia. I've got to 
think of some way of approaching her...

Farewell

'nickless'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Beamish' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Surgeboy' wrote:
>'Beamish', I wish you well in your efforts.

Thank you, I will need it!

>My advice would be, of course, that you ask her if she thinks she
>can keep a secret. If she agrees, tell her of your feelings for
>her, as well as how far you would like to go with girls.

At this point, just letting her know that I love her is a good 
enough start. I'm not expecting any sexual activity now or in 
the future. I will let her make that decision if and when she 
wants to.

>Always remind her that you won't do anything with her that she does
>not want and that your love of girls is a secret that she agreed
>to keep. Feel free to tell her that you are taking a HUGE risk
>telling her this and that you are trusting her with a VERY BIG
>secret.

Hmm... I don't think I would go so far as to tell her I am a 
girl-lover in general; only that I have feelings of love for *her*. 
I think she'd be more receptive to that.

>Afterwards, close the subject with "if you ever want to see how
>love-making feels, just let me know," and immediately find >something else
to occupy her time like a game or the computer >project.

While I can neither confirm or deny this I have heard rumors that she (the
10-year-old) has been sexually active with boys her age. If this is the
case, she already knows how love-making feels. Perhaps only on a sexual
level however, and not on a deeper level. If given the chance I would love
to show her the deeper side, but like I said before I am not holding my
breath.

>ALWAYS maintain control of your actions and remember that she 
>will need time to think about this for awhile.

I would never let my actions get carried away regarding contact of any kind
with any child. I have done so in the past on occasion and it turned
disastrous. I love this girl with all my heart. I would never intentionally
hurt her, which is why I am treading lightly when it comes to expressing my
true feelings for her.

>You are lucky that both girls already know you and are comfortable
>being around you.  Do nothing that will disrupt that trust without
>preparing them for it first.

Don't worry about that. I would keep my feelings and desires to myself if I
ever thought it would make them uncomfortable or hurt our friendship.

>Whatever you do / she decides to do, let us know how it works out,
>okay?

Of course I will keep you informed. I am at home here and you are my family.
We give each other encouragement and support here. That's what makes this
list so great.

I will tell you however, that I have decided NOT to tell the younger girl of
my feelings for her. She *is* only six and *is* the manager's daughter. I
certainly don't need to get on the manager's bad side if "J" confides in her
mom that the 29 year old guy next door has a thing for her. She is best
loved from afar and treated with respect and love when in my company. (Which
is far less often than I would like.) Thank you for your input, 'Surgeboy',
I really needed it. :-)

--

Thank you 'Sihme' and 'Elminster Trueheart' for correcting my mistake on the
date of Pedo Pride Day. Whew... one more day to figure out how I am going to
deal with the 10-year-old girl who I love so deeply.

--

Welcome to the family, 'Braveheart'. I love your choice of nicknames. No not
because I am a Mel Gibson fan, but because of the relevance of it relating
to girl-loving. Thank you also for that lovely poem. We have such talented
people in this group. I have neglected my fictional story writing for so
long, that perhaps I should seriously consider starting it up again. As you
may have already guessed, my stories have always been about child-loving,
all facets of it, and writing them used to bring me such joy. Yes, I think I
will start writing again. :-) Thanks again and welcome to your new home!

'Beamish'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Loner' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello All Loner here

Ianthe, A while ago I mailed a review of an excellent story. Well 
my opinion. I don't recall seeing it posted. Am I mistaken or 
what? Thanks.

 [ Err.. I don't remember it ]

I have seen posts from various people about getting friendly with an LG,
Well, eat your heart out!!! :-) Things have been happening to me in the
past year, My folks (parents) moved out to an old-age home, I was given
notice by the landlord, I bought my first house (AT MY AGE! 40-something 
years old) in a new development on the wrong side of the tracks to where 
I was born. Hey this used to be my playground (Madonna) Serious!

My step-father (my mothers' companion) died. I had to empty the excess
from my mother's flat because she had to move to a single room, which
means I have a lot of 'girl stuff'. The next door neighbour all of 7 
years old spent the after noon playing with my mother's dolls, and 
helping me put up a security gate. The blonde down the road also about 
7 yrs old stops and chats now and again. Yes life is getting good 
again. Oh yes - the 3 yr old and her 5 yr old sister also stops and 
chats, like 3 yr old do, "Hello Uncle" while walking past. :-)

Regards

'Loner'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Spartacus' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello again this is 'Spartacus'...

Just to update you on my current situation in the love arena.

Well when I returned to town I found out that the only girl, and 
friend to the girl I am in love with had went ahead and broke her 
promise not to tell her... This caused me to rethink my situation, 
and I ended up asking her mom to be released from my vow, and 
she accepted, but warned me not to give my hopes up.... So later that 
day I told the girl how I felt about her... When I asked her how she 
felt about it, she just said "I don't know" in a voice that made it 
sound like maybe she is interested in me as well...

I plan to have flowers sent to her on the 28th, because flower 
shops are closed on Sundays here, and I wanna also make her 
dinner, or lunch or something, and spend some time to get to 
know each other better... Hopefully she will find me to be an 
honorable, asnd good person, and maybe wish to persue a 
relationship with me...

She is under restrictions (grounded) for a month so I cannot ask her 
out on a real date until after she gets off... Maybe since I am also 
goodfriends with her mom and her aunt (the person they are staying 
with), I might be able to get her off restrictions for as day soon, 
so we can spend some real time  together...

Well I guess we'll see, and I will keep you all informed in the 
Micheal Saga....

'Spartacus'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Flickorna' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

I had a nice day the other day. I don't want to give away too much but
I'll just say that I got to spend some quality time with a beautiful
and charming 5-year-old girl. I combed her long blond hair, we walked
to the beach, I read her books, we talked, I watched her play in her
swimsuit and get dirty, I gave her a bath -- helping her get clean,
and I helped her get dressed in a sexy pretty short dress.

Ianthe: How could you forget about Pedo Pride Day?! And you call
yourself an authority on girl-love? Shame on you!

  [ Brain the size of a planet, memory the size of a pea... :) ]

Speaking of Pedo Pride Day, I don't have any plans for it this year.
Last year around this time I came out of the closet by admitting to
some people that I was attracted to their 6-year-old daughter, and I
was soon no-longer welcome to continue the wonderful friendship I had
developed with her. And I'm still heart-broken over it.

--

'Shime' wrote:
>I have decided that one of the things I'm doing for Pedo Pride Day
>is to produce a flyer and post it up around the city.  I did the
>producing
>today, and printed out 30 copies, which I'm going to put up probably
>tomorrow.  Although the idea of doing it in broad daylight has its
>appeal, I don't want to be lynched, so I'll do it at night when
>there's no one around!

That's so cool! Way to go!

But when you say that pedophilia is NOT evil and is NOT a disease you
are NOT saying what it actually is: Natural, Beautiful, Acceptable. 
Pedophilia is natural because MAKING LOVE is natural. Lovemaking is
beautiful. And pedophilia when it's consentual -- is no different from
other forms of lovemaking. And if just one person can accept
pedophilia, then that shows that pedophilia can in fact be accepted.

Let us all know what happens with the fliers!

--

I saw Anna today! Standing in a parking lot, I heard someone say
something behind me. When I turned around, I was surprised to see Anna
sitting in a car looking out the window at me with a huge smile on her
face. Anna is the kind of girl who grins a lot, so that wasn't a
surprise. I was just really surprised to see her.

I walked to the car, and looked in. I could see that she was with two
other little girls (one of them is sort-of a friend of mine) and a
boy. Anna buried her face into one of the girls -- hiding herself from
me. I said Hi to the 3 girls each individually, with all of them
smiling at me except Anna who was hiding.

I just stood there not sure what to do or say. I wanted to look at
Anna because it has been so long since I'd last seen her. Her friend
was trying to get her to turn around and look at me but she would not.
Then Anna climbed into the driver seat, still with that huge smile on
her face, and she looked at me briefly, then turned away again.

Anna is 7 years old now and more beautiful than she has ever been. Her
hair is long and blond. Her body is skinny and lanky. Her lips are
full. It was an emotional moment for me.

Not knowing what to say or do, I got in my car, which was parked right
beside their car. Anna popped her head up for a moment and looked at
me with a huge grin on her face, then she popped back down again,
hiding herself. Behind her one of the girls was smiling at me. Then I
drove away.

What do you think? Her reaction to seeing me could have been a lot
worse. She seemed embarrassed to see me. But at least it seemed to
bring her some joy, judging by the smile on her beautiful face.

I still love Anna very much. And I wish that she and I could be
friends again. Actually, I wish that we could be lovers. She turns me
on like no-one else I have ever known. I feel a deep love for her that
burns. It's too bad her dad kicked me out, I really enjoyed having
Anna as a room-mate. And I totally disagree with her mom's idea that I
shouldn't be friends with her anymore. I feel very sad to lose her.

'Flickorna'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Sunstorm' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Surgeboy' (I think it was him) wrote (about Beamish's post):
>My advice would be, of course, that you ask her if she thinks she
>can keep a secret. If she agrees, tell her of your feelings for
>her, as well as how far you would like to go with girls.

In the first place I wouldn't be asking lg's to keep "secrets." It 
places a burden on them which is really _yours_ to carry.

In the second place, I'd not tell an lg I only have known for a few weeks
or months that I "love" her.  Lg's don't understand this as we do. I think
it does nothing more than confuse them. They may like us, and even feel
attraction to us, but "love" in the way we understand it, is not yet
understood by them. It would be far better to just say you really like them
a lot and love to be with them.

In the third place,telling them how "far you would like to go" with girls,
is madness. You are setting yourself up for some future problems if you
reveal things that are deemed unacceptable by society.

>Always remind her that you won't do anything with her that she does
>not want and that your love of girls is a secret that she agreed
>to keep. Feel free to tell her that you are taking a HUGE risk
>telling her this and that you are trusting her with a VERY BIG
>secret.

This is ridiculous. The first thing they tell kids is that if an adult
tells them to "keep a secret" that something is wrong and that they should
NOT keep secrets. You bet you are taking a huge risk, but if you want to
make yourself hostage to the whims of a 9 yr. old girl, feel free.

>Afterwards, close the subject with "if you ever want to see how
>love-making feels, just let me know,"

Groan. What are you trying to do, get the guy arrested? If she ever 
breathes a word of this to any other kid or adult, his ass is fried.

My advice is just to have fun with them, and let your actions speak louder
than your words. They will know you like them. That is all you can really
hope for at this point. Forget all this other stuff. It doesn't make you
any more loved and just causes problems later. Remember: The less you say
now, the less you will be called upon to repeat before a judge later on.

'Sunstorm'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Tempted tempest' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all.. its been awhile since I last wrote to you.  I just had to share 
and experience I had last week.  I was in a pool and a little girl Sh... 
was in there she is a cute little blonde with beautiful green eyes, a 
giggle to melt your heart.  A smile that could take all your cares away.  
Anyway.. I was at the pool and she came in... wearing a bathing suit that 
was about 4 sizes to big.. need I say more.. when she got out of the 
pool she liked to climb out the side instead of using the stairs.. then 
she asked me to play with her, and lift her out of the pool, and 
piggyback ride her.  It was heaven.  I just thought I should share 
that there are little glimpses into a world that would be better 
if we could show the love to the girls in our lives that we all 
need.

'Tempted tempest'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Moon-min' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings fellow list members!

This is my first message. I plucked up courage to join the list at 
last after quite a long time thinking about it. But now I'm here, 
I'm quite overjoyed. It is refreshing to read such sincere and 
candid messages on a subject which I can hardly mention normally. 
ASGL is a wonderful example of freedom of speech! Long may it 
grace netspace.

I'd like to tell you about my friend, so if you are sitting 
comfortably...

Kitty's Story.

I'm a thirty-something male. I think I'm quite fortunate as I know 
a couple of sweet little girls. Kitty (not her real name), who is 
now the ripe old age of 7, is very self possessed, intelligent, and 
of course, beautiful to my eyes. Our families are friends, so I 
sometimes drop round to play teacher, entertaining her with word games, 
puzzles, drawing, clay and the usual slapstick fun. I'd do anything 
for her, and she knows it, so she tends to get her own way a lot of 
the time. She is extremely sexy. I'll never forget the
way she demonstrated picking up a dropped pencil with her toes, 
shamelessly showing the full length of her honey colored legs. (Is 
it hot in here or is it me?!)

So far so good. But now for the disturbing part. We were watching 
TV, one of the Wallace and Gromit animations called The Wrong Trousers 
and if you recall, the 'bad guy' is a penguin. (Yes, honestly. Bear 
with me here!) Anyway, sinister music sounded. The penguin went about 
his wicked business. Then Kitty said in a worried voice: 'He's not 
nice!'. She became more anxious and started to pace the room making 
moaning sounds. I thought she was fooling around, but she wasn't. 
She was genuinely disturbed by this sinister penguin, and I had to
turn off the TV in order to get her to calm her down. (Her younger 
sister was loving the movie, by the way.)

Okay. We are all afraid of things when we are young. Our fears 
often seem silly when we look back at them now. But this was odd. 
Kitty is, as I said, very self possessed and very strong willed. This 
scene went against the grain of everything I knew about her. What could 
be the matter? For weeks I tried carefully to get to the bottom of it. 

Then, one day I asked her about the time she had spent in the States. 
She had been to school there while her family were living there for 
a while. I asked her whether she had been to New York. 'No!' she said. 
'There are bad men there!'  I couldn't deny it, but still I felt 
there was something unhealthy about her fear of a place she never 
even been to.

As the days became shorter I discovered that she had a morbid fear 
of the dark, too, again because of 'bad men.' It was awful to see 
this normally brash, confident girl reduced to such a sad state. I soon 
sussed that her teacher (s) in the US had drilled this fear into her. 
Kitty told me plainly, but I didn't have the heart to press her for 
details. I understand we should teach children to be careful when they 
are out. But Kitty had been taught to fear anything unknown and associate 
it with 'evil men'.  What dreadful things was she told to make her so 
frightened? What abuse is committed in order to save kids from 'abuse'. 
I just want her to forget it forever. The irony is that I, a girl lover, 
ended up comforting her (!). I was too close to her to be regarded as 
a 'predatory stranger', thank god.

I hope one day she'll be able to enjoy The Wrong Trousers with the 
same feelings of joy that her younger sister showed (who has never had 
the 'benfits' of US education). Fortunately, Kitty will not be returning 
to the States in the foreseeable future. She seems to be fine last we met. 
But I have no idea if there will be any long term effects. Any ideas?

Thanks for reading. Sorry for this sad start. I'll post something more
cheerful next time, meanwhile....

Stay cool!

'Moon-min'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


* Canada: _Attitudes toward child porn could change, B.C. judge says_
* UK: _Girls' prison conditions 'unlawful', says Inspector_
* USA: _Woody Allen shows new daughter_
* Canada: _Zero-Knowledge Systems signs up 50 partners_
* Netherlands: _Dutch arrest two after Internet child porn probe_
* UK: Magazine information




Canada:
-----------------------------------------------------------


_Attitudes toward child porn could change, B.C. judge says_

April 27th 1999
 
Vancouver -- A judge of the British Columbia Court of
Appeal says society's attitudes toward child pornography
may prove as fleeting as views in an earlier age on
homosexuality.

"We have to recognize that our views about these matters
might change radically. Society's view may change radically
over a very short period of time," Madam Justice Mary
Southin said during the first day of an appeal of a
high-profile ruling that legalized the possession of child
pornography in B.C.
 
Judge Southin is one of three jurists on an appeal-court
panel that has been asked by the B.C. government to
overturn the ruling, which held that production and
distribution of child pornography is still a crime but
simple possession is not.
 
In the ruling, which has drawn international attention, Mr.
Justice Duncan Shaw of the B.C. Supreme Court this year
dismissed two charges of possession of child pornography
against John Robin Sharpe of Vancouver. Judge Shaw said
Section 163.1(4) of the Criminal Code -- which prohibits
possession of child pornography -- is not a reasonable
limit on freedom of expression guaranteed by the Charter of
Rights and Freedoms.
 
Judge Southin also questioned whether the court should 
consider whether criminalization of child pornography was 
effective in restricting exploitation of children. Referring 
to prohibition in the United States, she said: "Look at the
results. It did not stop anything. It just made it worse."
 
Judge Southin also said she was troubled by Canada's 
antipornography law because it treats teenagers in the same 
way as children who are 8 or 10.
 
"That's what troubles me about this legislation," she said,
adding that she wonders whether teenagers who are 14 to 17
can still be considered children.

--
 
Defence arguments suggesting that Canada's child
pornography law includes elements of "thought control" 
that can punish people for what they are thinking.

Defence Lawyer Richard Peck said the state has no business
in trying to regulate people's thoughts.

Peck pinched his thumb and forefinger to a hair's width and
told the judges: "We're that far away from an attempt at
thought control in this legislation."

Peck argued the law is too broad because it can punish 
people who write about sexual activity with young people 
or draw images of such activity. 

Attorney Gil McKinnon argued the law against simple 
possession was so broad in scope that even teenagers who 
are legally old enough to have sex could be charged if 
they photographed themselves. 

"Because it casts the net so wide, it catches all these
persons who can't possibly be a threat to children,"
McKinnon told the court. 

Producing a poem by ancient Roman poet Catullus on the 
merits of sex with children, Peck noted the it is taught 
in school as classic literature. "Mister Sharpe tries 
to write this stuff ... and they try to hoist him on 
his petard." he said. 

--

The Crown is appealing a controversial lower court ruling
that sparked national outrage last January when John Robin
Sharpe, 63, was acquitted of possessing child pornography. 
At the time a judge ruled that Canada's law prohibiting the
possession of child pornography violated constitutional
guarantees of freedom of expression in the Charter of
Rights and Freedoms.

The hearing ended Tuesday with the appeal court judges
reserving their decision.

Mr. Sharpe, accompanied by a friend, sat in the centre of
the public gallery during the appeal proceedings,
occasionally taking notes on a legal pad. He said outside
the courtroom he felt he was doing a public service by
challenging the law. "It's a bad law. Someone had to attack
it," he said.

----------------------------------------------------------




UK:
----------------------------------------------------------

26th April 1999

_Girls' prison conditions 'unlawful'_

Girls and young women are being held illegally in a prison
where inmates are still "slopping out" - a practice which
was supposed to have ended years ago, a report warned
yesterday.

An inspection of Brockhill women's prison in Redditch,
Worcestershire, found that under-21s were being held in
adult prison cells.

The Chief Inspector of Prisons, Sir David Ramsbotham, said
it contravened a legal ruling two years ago that young
prisoners should be held in designated accommodation and
suggested the inmates could be being held illegally. 

Sir David also criticised lavatory arrangements at the
prison, where chamber pots are sometimes used overnight. 

----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

26th April 1999

_Woody Allen shows new daughter_
   
 THE film maker Woody Allen and his wife, Soon-Yi Previn,
the adopted daughter of his former lover Mia Farrow, now
have a daughter of their own.

 As they strolled down Madison Avenue, New York, on
Saturday neither Allen nor his wife would disclose the
background of their new baby, Bechet Dumaine Allen.

 His new daughter is Allen's first brush with fatherhood 
since his acrimonious separation from Farrow, his lover 
for 12 years, in 1992. The couple had one son together, 
Satchel, two adopted children, Dylan and Moses, adding 
to Farrow's existing eight children - adopted and 
biological.

 Mr Allen's new daughter is thought to have been named
after the jazz saxophonist and clarinetist, Sidney Bechet,
who died in 1959. Mr Allen is a keen clarinetist himself.
The name Dumaine is reckoned to be a tribute to Mr Allen's
longtime producer and confidante, Jean Doumanian. 

----------------------------------------------------------




Canada/World:
----------------------------------------------------------

26th April 1999

_E-mail leaves a trail. Zero-Knowledge Systems is out 
to cover it up_

The Canadian privacy technology start-up Zero Knowledge
said Monday that it had signed up 50 Internet service 
providers and networks to its Freedom Network, a software
-service combination meant to bring more anonymity to 
Net users. 

"This represents the first time that ISPs have taken
concrete steps to address users' privacy concerns," said
Austin Hill, president of Zero-Knowledge Systems in a
statement. The company announced the news at this week's
ISPCon in Baltimore.  Mail servers at participating ISPs 
and networks use the service to encrypt an email 
message's data and route it via an untraceable path, 
Zero-Knowledge said. Zero-Knowledge says the technique 
protects users from uninvited scrutiny of their online 
activities. 

The 50 participating providers and networks are located 
in the United States, Great Britain, the Netherlands, 
Japan, Canada, Austria, and Australia.

----------------------------------------------------------


Netherlands:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Dutch arrest two after Internet child porn probe_
 
April 26th 1999

Dutch police said on Monday they arrested two men in a 
nationwide operation at the weekend. 

One of the two, who was subsequently released, allegedly
placed pornographic material on a gay bulletin board known 
as "BBS Apollo," while the other suspect is accused of 
downloading child porn images and remains in custody, 
police said. 

The operation in 11 Dutch provinces was part of an
investigation launched following the discovery of thousands
of pornographic images last June in a flat in the seaside
town of Zandvoort. Of the total 22,000 pictures impounded, 
370 pictures were found to be of models under the age 
of 16.

-----------------------------------------------------------

  [ All that fuss last summer about a "massive international
    porn ring abusing toddlers", etc - and this is what it
    boils down to: one gay guy arrested for downloading a 
    picture of an underaged boy, and likely to get a fine. 
    For background on this case see the latest Fresh Petals 
    news page. ]



Magazine:
------------------------------------------------------------

There's a new magazine, Alice (subtitled "juvenilia, parental 
imbalance, angry candy, tot psychotics, bad toys"), whose 
founders collaborated last September [98] with an exhibition 
of child-centred art in Manchester and a two-day conference 
called "Spoilt Children", at the ICA [Institute of 
Contemporary Arts] in London. "Spoilt Children" featured a 
picture of the murdered American child beauty queen, Little 
Miss Colorado JonBenet Ramsey, on its invitations. A 
psychologist, a lawyer and a former head of Scotland Yard's 
paedophile unit were among the conference speakers.

The first issue of Alice printed paintings of topless little
girls, although the second issue seems mostly barely related 
computer art.

Oversized format (approx A3).  Annual.  Price: 10 UK Pounds

Contact address:

Simon Henwood
Alice magazine
Arts and Commerce
Top Floor
2-4 Vestry Street
London 
N1 7RE

------------------------------------------------------------
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'Sihme' writes :
----------------------------------------------------------

Now it's my turn to say 'La vita e bella!!' :))  The workings
of the universe are indeed mysterious, but the events of today
have made up more than I could have dreamed for after my recent 
flyer-posting failure.

Every Sunday I eat dinner at [a non-Christian religious 
establishment] which I am not involved with except for eating the
food,  and usually there are quite a few children there,
curiously all little girls now that I think about it, but anyway,
today it was like a dream.

I arrived late, but as soon as I did a little girl of about 5 
years whom I hadn't seen for a while came right up and started
wrestling with me, and then another girl was trying to do 
likewise, but I don't like her so much so I kinda tried to shoo
her away.  But I noticed that another girl whom I really
quite like, who is 9 years old and of a very friendly disposition
was there.  She has light blonde hair and a smiling face.  
Last time we met I had been surprised by how she said "Hello!" to 
me, and then as we were eating, she had been sitting opposite me, 
and we made faces at each other.  Quite fun, but today the situation 
progressed somewhat!  

Firstly, they started playing what was in effect a spin-
the-bottle type game, except the punishment for being chosen
by the spinning instrument was having to fulfil a dare.  It was
pretty lame actually, and the dares weren't exactly hard.  I 
dared one girl to run around outside on the street with her
dress pulled up, but in the end she was too embarassed to do that.
Then they changed the rules so that if the person didn't want to,
the darer had to!  So they made me take off my top and run around.
It was a bit silly, even for children, but I did it and they seemed
to enjoy it immensely.  

Soon after, it was time to eat, and we all sat down.  At first the
girl in question, 'S', was sitting with the other kids, but then,
she and her friend came and sat right next to me!  We chatted all 
through dinner, and they were being terribly mischievous, to the
point where a food fight seemed imminent.  Luckily that didn't 
eventuate.  What did happen though, was through the course of 
dinner and mucking around, S. moved subtly ever closer to me, and
would casually put her hand on my leg, or lie on me, or whatever...
you know how it is, I'm sure we've all been on the giving end of
such behaviour ;) but that's the amazing thing - I wasn't really
doing anything, just talking and being friendly and, of course, 
relishing this behaviour to the max :)  I would look around every
now and then, and I think people knew what was going on because
we were giggling so loudly, and S's behaviour was so blatantly
flirtatious!  I was in a completely different world, it was
wonderful!  She asked me if I was ticklish, and I said "only 
sometimes".  She said "I'm ticklish, but only in two places.
The first one is my ribs, and I'm not going to tell you the 
second!!"  She said that she knew she was ticklish in this 
'second'place (which her friend kindly indicated was her crotch, by 
pointing) because once when her mother was receiving ultra-sound
for a child, they did it on her too and the lady had to touch 
her there.  She described the feeling by shivering with a grin
on her face.  Whilst listening to this, I'm thinking.. "Shit!"

After people left the dining hall, I cleaned up the mess we made
and S climbed onto my shoulders, wanting me to give her a ride.
This I did gladly, and carried her all around the place.  The other
kids were begging me to give them a ride also, but hell, what can
one do? :)  That's one of the worst things for me, the dividing
up of my attention amongst a largish group of kids.  There were other
girls there who really weren't getting their fair share.  

Especially the 5 year old I spoke of at the beginning... she's such
a nice girl, and I've played with her individually before, but...
for me, a playful 5 isn't a match against a flirtatious 9.  C'est 
la vie, I guess.

Anyway, my friends, whom I had to catch a lift with were eager to
leave, much to my irritation, so I said that I had to go.  As I
was putting my shoes back on S. ran up to my friend and said to
her 'Don't send him to the looney bin, because we want him back 
next week!'.  Then she ran up to me and gave me the nicest hug...
it was... incredible!  I've never experienced such a thing before,
it was a shock, suddenly this wonderful little girl had her arms
wrapped tightly around me... I stood up, holding her, quite like that
scene in Leon when they hug and Mathilda is picked off the ground,
and, seemingly, charged with a similar passion.  For quite a while 
too.  It was dark, and I don't think anyone was watching. I wondered
what I should say... but she said 'I suppose you can't tie your
shoes now' to which I said something dumb like 'no, that's right'
I wanted to kiss her... and without doubt, had I tried I'm pretty 
sure she would have reciprocated... but... it's early days yet, and 
I'm sure there'll be plenty more Sundays :)

The whole experience of the afternoon has been highly surreal.  
People were commenting about my popularity with the girls with 
stunned disbelief... and it *was* stunning!  A mob of giggling 
girls all with their attention focused on me. The friends whom 
I go with all know that I am a girl lover, and they joked on the 
way home 'Sihme's got a girlfriend!'.

And I tell you what, ASGL-L, I hope with all my heart that it's
the case!!

So for me, Pedo Pride Day 1999 has been wonderful.  I'm proud 
today to be a Paedophile.  I've realised now, that it's not 
something which needs to be shared with the world, because 
they'll never comprehend it.

Let it be auspicious!

--

Haha, after reading all your encouragements about my 
flyers, I feel guilty about conveying the bad news :)  Not
all of them were ripped down however.  One still, to my
knowledge, remains on the back of a sign in a very 
popular area near the city.  My guess is that it's a little
too high for the Flyer-Ripper to get at!  Oh, how I wish
I could have seen the people responsible for doing it.

Actually going through the process of doing this has
given me a taste for further 'activism'.  I'm trying to 
think now of better ways to get the message out.

I know I said that I thought that 'Joe Public' wasn't
worthy of the experience, but now that I think about it,
there are probably many people like us out there with
neither access to asgl-l or the net for that matter, and for 
them the presence of pro-paedophile information could
possibly be a great boon.

Another idea I had was to print an information pamphlet.
It's the distribution of the information which is the trouble.

I'm not sure if I mentioned it, but one day when some 
anti-pedo group posted huge plastic posters with names of
'discovered paedophiles' on, I ripped that down.  What goes 
around comes around eh.

Anyway, there's plenty of time and I've plenty of intent.

So watch out!

'Sihme'
------------------------------------------------------------------





'Ex Astris' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings girl lovers, this is my first posting. I read a few and 
decided this is a group I'd like to get to know. Unfortunatly I could 
not do anything public for PPDay due to the fact that the local police 
know what I am. A councellor at my mental health center betrayed my 
confidence to the local police, even though I had only discussed 
feelings with her and not actions. Now, unfortunatly, I am watched and 
checked in on from time to time. And my town is only 15,000 strong, so 
I couldn't do anything without the town detective knowing it was me.

But on the brighter side of things, I 'came out' to a girl I work with 
and she's fully accepting. Let's hope this one doesn't blow up in my 
face, shall we. She's a first year medical student and for the last 
couple of months I was talking to her about possibly getting the 
medication cyproterone acetate (sp?). It took her a while to figure 
out what it's for, and when she did, she wondered why on earth I would 
investigate the alternative of chemical castration. That's when I told 
her. As I said, she was very accepting of it as just another sexual 
orientation.

One incident went bad a while back, however. I greatly enjoyed the 
company of some friends whom I had met through other friends. They had 
two children, a son "C" 13yrs old and daughter "T" 10yrs old. C and T 
are exceptionally advance for their years and I enjoyed spending time 
around them every once in a while. T is simply one of the most 
intellectually stimulating lg's I have ever met, and also has some 
very nice legs. My love for her was just beginning to blossom when a 
mutual friend (meaning no harm) thought it was in everyone's best 
interest if their father know of my pedophilia. Without ever having 
the chance to represent myself in this regards, I was banned from 
their house forever. C and T are now very much afraid of me. They 
think the entire reason I befriended their family was to get into T's 
pants. It breaks my heart for prejudice to be so strong that they 
won't even listen. As all of you know, being a girl-lover is about 
much more than sex! Oh well, life goes on. 

Love to you all!

'Ex Astris'
--------------------------------------------------------




'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

Hello All,
 
I believe my last post was lost somewhere, or I missed 
an issue, oh well.

I had a slow week I only had a handful of customers, this 
city is the worst for business, but it wasn't all bad. I 
got to set up in the girls' clothing department! While I 
was being bored waitng for customers, I got to watch 
little girls shop for clothes. I was astounded by the 
quantity of beautiful girls.

--

I recently bought a copy of Vogue Bambini. Wow! I'm 
speechless.

--

A few words about other posts:

Sihme: next time maybe you should lamenate the flyers. 
That would make them much harder to destroy.

Spartacus: I'm so jealous.

Sunstorm: Why so cynical?
 
That's all for today. Good bye.

'Rasputin's Dog'
--------------------------------------------------------





'The Fairy Knight' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

Hi fellow lovers of little girls!

I have decided that I will post more often, since I like to 
talk and so seldom get to discuss this most wonderful of
subjects (being aformentiond little girls). With _Episode One:
The Phantom Menace_ just around the corner, my thoughts have
turned much towards Star Wars. I want you all to go find a 
picture of the queen, the one with the funny makeup. Look 
closely. Does she look familiar? I think its the girl from 
_The Professional_ (what was her name?). Sadly, she's grown 
up a little, but asi es la vida, no? Now look at the new 
Anakin Skywalker. As I understand the plot, they are future
lovers/husband-wife. Talk about "robbing the cradle"! Such Fun! 
Things like this make me think the world secretly envies us!

Be safe, my freinds. 

By the by, thanks for the suggestion of _Stargate_. I just 
saw it. Very Nice :)

'The Fairy Knight'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Braveheart' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Dear friends,

I recently posted my first post, which included some free verse I 
wrote while at the beach - glad you enjoyed it.  

I would like to address a few things which I feel are extremely 
important. This may step on a few toes, but I feel these are the 
truest things I know about this.  

First, what is a girl-lover? Someone who is attracted to younger 
girls, usually between 6 and 12. Being attracted to young girls 
is NOT a sexual orientation, just as inter-racial attraction is 
not. Attraction is the most amazingly normal thing about us as 
humans. 

I am a Christian, and I believe there is only one life-style, or 
orientation - male attraction to females and vice versa. 

I consider my attraction to younger girls as an appreciation for 
who they are at that stage of life. While the casual observer 
might see that a certain little girl is pretty, that's as far 
as they go. All I do is look deeper at their beauty and personality, 
and adore it with the same amount of affection as I would a 
pretty 20 year old.

Next, I don't care who's toes I step on with this one. We, as true 
girl-lovers, should NEVER even think about asking or encouraging 
sexual intercourse with a young girl. How could anyone say they 
truly cared for a girl, and then take advantage of her under-
developed sense of morality and virginity? No young girl (again, 
I'm talking between the ages of 6 and 12), no matter what they may 
say, should be forced into such an adult and mature decision. If 
you do that, then you deserve every hostile comment you ever get, 
for it is people like those who have given pedophilia the detested 
reputation it has today.         

A quick story to illustrate my point. I travel 40 miles every 
day to the city I attend University in. I made friends with a 
man in that city who happens to be from the same country as I - 
in the UK. I made quick friends with him, and his family, and 
spend lots of time at his house. His daughter, 9 years old 
with a birthday coming this summer, is the most adorable little 
girl I have ever laid eyes on. I'll shorten her name to V. 
Every time I go over to their house, a new experience with V 
deepens our relationship, whether it be a walk in the park, a 
trip to the store, a quiet conversation, or a bed-time story. 

My most recent experience with her has had me on a high for days. 
Using some well-thought-out and craftily timed strategy, I found 
myself in her dimly lit room, lying next to her on her bed, 
inches apart. "Gentlewomen of the jury" (for those of you who 
have read the wonderful love story "Lolita", a MUST for all 
girl-lovers), allow me to tell you what she wears to bed. A 
pair of white socks, thin cotton underwear, and a long, white 
t-shirt that falls to her lower thighs. No matter how she lay, 
her t-shirt would crawl up her thighs until her panties were 
in plain view. I boldly put my hand on her tender, young feet. 
(Previously, the only touching I could do to her was in the 
annoying disguise of a tickle or a pinch) She asked me to start 
rubbing them, as her legs were sore from a busy day of playing. 
I joyfully obliged, and caressed/massaged her feet and ankes. 
Slowly, she asked me to keep working my way up, and before I 
knew it, I was touching/massaging her upper thighs. She did 
not mind a bit.  

Friends, I had just entered a whole new world - the 
world of being able to touch her without having to make it 
a quick pinch or a tickle - not having to explain the touch. 
It was wonderful. I touched her stomach, her gorgeous back, 
her young neck and soft face, and her legs. And we continued 
to talk ernestly and in hushed tones, lest her parents come 
in and spoil the fun. Finally, I had to leave her to sleep 
(her parents can only come in so many times) I hugged her 
goodnight gently, and actually heard a little affectionate 
moan from her. She held me for a second, sniffing my cologne. 
I sniffed her neck in return, smelling the faint scent of 
perfume and 9-year old skin. I left the room on a gentle cloud.

Never would the idea of sexual intercourse cross my mind when 
I'm with V like that. And it should not, as a true girl-lover. 
Because true girl-lovers put the girl's feelings and welfare 
ahead of their own. Sure, touching/massaging her body in different 
areas was "sexual". But, I am afraid, there is a line to be 
drawn, and I know where that line is. I always know where that 
line is. The fact that V can trust me is far more fulfilling 
than anything else. If you don't have trust from the girl you 
adore, then you don't have anything, and whatever you do to her 
IS child-abuse.

I recently wrote an essay on the possibility of having a 
relationship with a girl. Can you? Absolutely. Will it be the same 
as one I would have with an adult (over 18)? Never, and 
sometimes this is the hardest obstacle to overcome.   While 
young girls between the ages of 6 and 12 do not have the same 
developed sense of life that adults enjoy (or are plagued with 
- you choose), they still feel the same fears, joys, doubts, 
and (dare I say) pleasures.  So can you, of "legal age", have a 
meaningful relationship with a girl, not of "legal" age? If we 
are talking about a relationship such as two adults would have, 
the answer is no, since the complexities and under-currents 
through such a relationship could only be understood and acted
upon by adults. If, however, we were talking about the long-lasting 
relationship of trust and loyalty, the answer would indeed be yes. 

A young girl, no matter what age, can trust, in the simple act of 
taking your hand when afraid or sleeping in your arms when 
tired. She is trusting. This, my friends, is the purest form of 
trust. If you share trust and responsibility enough, loyalty 
will come into play, and you and she could enjoy a lifetime 
together based simply on those two precious virtues.

Friends, please know where to draw the line. It may be hard, 
but if you really love the girl (and don't just want to abuse her), 
you will. Young girls are, to me, God's most beautiful gift to us. 
Treat them gently, treat them like the angels they are, and never, 
ever take advantage of them.  

'Braveheart'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Moonmin' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Dear All,

'Moonmin' here. Thanks to all for your messages. Particularly 
'Sihme' for your bravery, (I get nervous just buying Vogue 
Bambini!), and 'Braveheart', for the splendid poem. If ever 
you feel like posting another, I for one would be glad to 
read it.

--

'The Fairy Knight' wrote:
>I would like to ask how many of you are into sci-fi
>and fantasy? Any who may be, what are some good
>books or movies with a gl attraction? I know of a
>few that I could suggest, but would like to know
>if anyone would be interested in hearing.

I recommend the classic satirical fantasy novel Gulliver's Travels 
by Jonathan Swift. The second part about Guilliver's adventures in 
Brobdingnag, the land of Giants, is of most interest to girl-lovers. 
In it Gulliver is captured and becomes the pet of a giant 9 year old 
girl, called Glumdalclitch, or Glum for short. She takes him 
everywhere, caring for his every need and even dresses and undresses 
him like a doll!  A great quote: "She was very good natured, and 
not above 40 feet high, being little for her age".(!) Make sure you 
get the full classic edition. Versions for children cut out all 
the rude and grotesque parts.

  [ Full version is available online from Project Gutenberg:

   from GULLIVER'S TRAVELS
   Chapter VIII; 'The Author relateth several particulars of the Yahoos'.

   "Being one Day abroad with my protector the Sorrel Nag, and the weather 
   exceeding hot, I entreated him to let me bathe in a River that was near.  
   He consented, and I immediately stripped myself stark naked, and went down 
   softly to the Stream.  It happened that a young Yahoo standing behind a 
   bank, saw the whole Proceeding, and inflamed by Desire, as the Nag and I 
   conversed, came running with all Speed, and leaped into the Water within 
   five Yards of the Place where I bathed.  I was never in my life so terribly 
   frighted; the Nag was grazing at some distance, nor suspecting any Harm: 
   She embraced me after a most fulsome manner; I roared as loud as I could 
   and the Nag came galloping towards me, whereupon she quitted her grasp, 
   with the utmost Reluctancy, and leaped upon the opposite Bank, where she
   stood gazing and howling all the time I was putting on my Cloathes."

   "This was a matter of Diversion to my Master and his Family [...] For now I 
   could no longer deny that I was a real Yahoo, in every Limb and Feature, 
   since the females had a natural Propensity to me as one of their own 
   Species: Neither was the hair of this Brute a red colour, but black as 
   a Sloe, and her Countenance did not make an Appearance altogether so 
   hideous as the rest of the Kind; for, I think, she could not be above 
   Eleven Years old."

   Johnathon Swift. ]


For TV buffs there is an excellent TV version, by UK's Channel 4.
Gulliver is played by Ted Danson, but sorry, I can't recall the 
name of the lovely actress who plays Glum. (anyone know?). She 
takes a great part. I was most moved by the scene where she 
proposes that she and Gulliver get married, and Gulliver's 
departure is heartbreaking. Such huge tears from a 'little' girl!

It seems that Jonathan Swift may have been a girl-lover. He took 
care of the private education of a little girl (what a wonderful 
hobby!) and was so successful that it is said the girl's 
handwriting was mistaken for his own.

Would you care to tell us about your recommended titles, 'Fairy 
Knight'?

Take care all, especially 'Sihme'!

'Moonmin'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Delglish' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

It has been a long time since I have written anything. I thought 
it was time to reintroduce myself to the group. I have loved 
little girls for as long as I can remember. I am a late-forties 
divorced father of three kids. Two girls (22 and late teens) and 
a son 16. I have never been sexually attracted to my children 
but other little girls WOW. I love little girls under 12 and think 
little girls 5 to 9 is the age I like the best. I do not know what 
else to say about myself but I am happier that I have found all 
of you. Some of you may recognize my nick from chat rooms.  Hope 
to hear back from the group. I wanted to write this to come out 
for Pedo Pride Day. 

'Delglish'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Beamish' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Sihme' wrote:
>Well, my initial effort of posting the flyers was a failure :(...
>all except
>two had been torn down...

What did you expect 'Sihme'? To be honest I am surprised that even
two remained up. But I must give you credit for doing such a bold
thing as posting those flyers in the first place. They must've been
read before being torn down, so you actually accomplished your goal
of getting that information out. It is up to society to decide what
they want to do with that information, and they chose to chuck it in
the garbage. Oh well.

>For the time being, and perhaps for evermore, the world of
>girl-love will only be for us, and the little girls.  Who else
>deserves it anyway?  And why the hell am I trying to share it?

Yes, I agree, our world belongs only to us, little girls, and the
occasional sympathizer. But I do think you should keep up trying to
change people's views of us girl-lovers. Some will listen. :-)

--

'Spartacus' wrote:
>Just to update you on my current situation in the love arena.
<snip>

Good luck in that regard 'Spartacus', you will need it. It sounds as
if the girl and her family may be responding quite favorably to you.
If that is the case you are indeed one lucky person! Don't do
anything to make them distrust you. Developing relationships is a
very slow process, and can often be aggravating. While we may want
to go a hundred miles an hour, those we're involved with may only
want to go twenty-five. Anyway, as always my dear friend, I wish you
the best of luck and please keep us informed.

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
(RE: 'Surgeboy's' suggestions to me)
>In the first place I wouldn't be asking lg's to keep "secrets." It
>places a burden on them which is really _yours_ to carry.

I have to agree there! Parents tell their kids all the time that
when an adult asks them to keep secrets of a romantic or sexual
nature that it is wrong. If the kid is too young not to realize that
a relationship of whatever magnitude is best kept between themselves
and the adult, then that relationship is not worth pursuing.

>In the second place, I'd not tell an lg I only have known for a few
>weeks or months that I "love" her.  Lg's don't understand this as
>we do. I think it does nothing more than confuse them. They may
>like us, and even feel attraction to us, but "love" in the way we
>understand it, is not yet understood by them. It would be far
>better to just say you really like them a lot and love to be with
>them.

Well, I never said how long I had known this girl. I have actually
known her since mid-1997. That notwithstanding, she is also a very
mature girl in most respects, who does know what love is about if
only in a small way. She has had several boyfriends in her life, and
love was a part of those relationships. I want nothing more than to
be in the same kind of relationship with her as her previous
boyfriends.

>In the third place,telling them how "far you would like to go" with
>girls,
>is madness. You are setting yourself up for some future problems if
>you reveal things that are deemed unacceptable by society.

Never would I *ever* tell any child how far I wanted to go with them
unless the subject came up as a result of *them* inquiring. Only by
the child showing sexual interest in me is the only way I can be
somewhat assured that they're ready for some sort of physical
relationship and are mature enough to not blab it all over town.
(BTW... that's only happened once in my lifetime almost 10 years
ago.)

>My advice is just to have fun with them, and let your actions speak
>louder than your words. They will know you like them. That is all
>you can really hope for at this point.

Yes, I agree. This girl knows I do like having her in my company.
(At least I hope she does.) And the mild physical closeness I have
shown to her should have spoken volumes about my love for her. Now
get your head out of the gutter people *LOL*, I've only hugged this
girl, put my arm around her waist and stroked her hair on occasion.
:-) She's always responded in a positive way regarding this. So who
knows what will come in the future.

--

'Moonmin' wrote:
>This is my first message. I'd like to tell you about my friend, so
>if you are sitting comfortably...

Glad to have you here 'Moon-min'! I am also glad you shared your
bitter-sweet story with us. It's sad when young kids have such
fears, and it's even sadder if they learn to distrust everyone
around them for fear of getting hurt. I am pleased though that she
considers you close enough not to lump you into the 'bad guy'
category. What crap adults these days tell kids. It so often hurts
them much more irreparably than adults imagine. It sounds like you
have your hands full helping this sweet kid ease her fears. Good
luck to you.

--

Well my friends, I did not see 10-year-old "C" on the 25th like I
had wished. :-( So she still has not heard those three magic words
"I love you" from my mouth. Since that was my only pro-active plan
for Pedophile Pride Day, the day was uneventful. I should have gone
ahead and sent e-mails to various media and elected officials in my
area like I did last year.

While I did enjoy myself at a picnic I attended, which had a lot of
pretty, young girls, it just wasn't the same. It just happened that
this picnic fell on Pedophile Pride Day, I don't think the
organizers realized what the 25th actually meant! Which made the day
all the more ironic at least to me. :-) There was a clown there for
the kids and portions of his act were rather interesting... 'whacking'
kids on their butts with a play mallet, and having the kids do the
same to him. How I wish I had been that clown!

'Beamish'
--------------------------------------------------------------------
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  [ TV and books special ]


'Hum_bert'
------------------------------------------------------------

Hi this is Hum_bert.

Someone wrote:
>For TV buffs there is an excellent TV version, by UK's Channel 4.
>Gulliver is played by Ted Danson, but sorry, I can't recall the 
>name of the lovely actress who plays Glum. (anyone know?).

The Actresses name is Kate Maberly, she also starred in an american 
produced movie version of The Secret Garden. 

Also someone (?) wrote asking for recomendations for science fiction 
and fantasy books with girl-love themes, or scenes. I would recomend 
The Door Into Summer, by Robert A. Heinlein, and The Number of the 
Beast by the same author, Firestarter by Stephen King (horror), 
and Girl In Landscape by Jonathan Lethem.

'Hum_bert'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Ian' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone!!

TV alert:

Has anyone seen the recent Rockford Files? It was on Tuesday the 20th 
in the evening on CBS. It was a special 2 hour episode/movie "If It 
Bleeds... It Leads" which was the slogan of the sensationalistic 
news-reporting team manager! It was about a child rapist on the 
loose attacking pre-teens. First it seemed one of Rockford's friends 
was a little suspicious. He was a married teacher in grade school. He 
was put on suspension from his job and word got out that he took a lie 
detector test at the police dept. And also somewhat fit the 
description! 

Basically the show is about the stupid, ignorant, greedy, 
sensationalist media and society that both were guilty of 
murder of an innocent man!! even _after_ the real rapist was 
caught!!

He was hounded by the media and neighbors of society. He had to go 
into hiding. He lost his job - he loved kids and teaching them! He was 
arrested, thrown in jail an beaten the shit out of and burned with 
hot water, without care from the jail personnel!! After the real 
perpetrator was caught the media didn't apologize, they said the real 
perpetrator of this case was caught and that there is no word whether 
the (innocent) man will be arrested on other charges!! The teacher 
fell into depression and his personel hurricane led him to fall off a 
building and commit suicide. Rockford was there and denounced the 
whole bullshit of sensationalist media and ignorant 
too-quick-to-judge society but the people listening to the news 
at home (in the show) probably didn't care too much. 

This was a GREAT portrayal of the injustices surrounding pedos AND 
separated "lovers of kids" from rapists as well :) !!! I was shocked 
- I saw something like this on tv by accident out of the blue. It was 
dramatic and hopefully will get people thinking and acting to correct 
the wrongdoing in this world. 

Can I suggest others to contact the show's owner, advertisers/
sponsors and CBS as well and commend them on this :) We need to 
support anything with a positive portrayal of girl loving and 
encourage others!

--

I hope everyone is doing well :)

--

By the way, has anyone got the New York Times March 7th? The 
magazine that is included had a nice sexy ad - of some young 
people - for Calvin Klein!! The girl was very attractive!!

Cya, 'Ian'
------------------------------------------------------------




'The Fairy Knight' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

OK, lets see. What books have I read recently? There was
the one by Ann McCaffry called Pegusus In Flight or some
such. It had a very definate GL flavor about it. Alot of 
McCaffry's books do. The only prblem with this one is that 
sadistical child stealing rapists are mistaken for 
pedophiles. But we do have a guy fall in love with a 
twelve year old girl :) Another good one would be the series 
The Elenium by David Eddings. I beleve I had mentiond that 
one earlier. Maybe I talked about it somewhere else. 
Daggerspell, the first in a long series, is a good GL book. 
But the others in the series are not of so much interest 
to GLs. Daggerspell is by a woman named Katherin Kerr, I 
think.

And of course, don't forget the Cronicles of Narnia,
Alice in Wonderland (obviously), and Grimms Fairy Tales
(especialy useful when bedtime comes for that certain
someone ;).

'The Fairy Knight'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Angel of Love' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

"How should first-time child sex offenders be punished?"

  Feel like putting in your two shillings worth? Go to
the A and E question of the night and post your own
thought. Be prepared for large numbers of dangerous
psychotics however, advocating such things as prison
for life, castration, execution on the spot, and all
types of inhuman barbarisms.

http://www.aetv.com/cgi-bin/messageboard/msg.cgi?
topic=Bill_Kurtis_-_You_Tell_Us_-_Tonight%27s_
Question&cmd=4&mb=aetv&path=/7806/

  The program itself revolved around a particular case
where a woman's boyfriend was suspected of having anal
sex with her 7 or 8 y.o. son. The boy complained of 
irritation, and was coaxed into reporting the man.
But, the boy didn't seem to want to, calling the man
his friend. There was a lack of evidence, so the
authorities wished to have the man volunteer for a
polygraph test which he did. Polygraphs, at least in
the US, are not admissible in court, but they are used
to coerce suspects into confessions. One has to admit,
they were masterful. Near the end of the test, they
told the poor fellow that they *knew* beyond a shadow
of a doubt that he was guilty and that it would be 
best for his soul to confess and that they merely
wanted to help ease this poor fellow's conscience.
And so, seeing how very concerned they were for him,
he did confess to his oh so wonderful new friends.
He felt relieved, and of course he was now entirely
at their mercy. I could sympathize greatly with that
fellow, and it is not clear to me that he really did
any wrong at all. Yes, he and the boy were nude and
he did put his member near the boy's anus, but he
denied that there was any penetration. This could 
be a case of mere sex play, harmless in itself,
yet rather socially taboo in this culture. When
I was a child, sex play was fun damn it! It seems
incomprehensible from that innocent point of view
that suddenly this is the most horrendous thing in
the world. What a very odd world it must be.

  Of course this list is for girl-lovers, but this
case could easily have involved a girl with the
same considerations. There seem to be a few lessons
here -- do not take a polygraph, do not confess, know
that these oh so well meaning authorities are *not*
your friends no matter how personable and concerned
for your welfare they seem, and above all else, have
thoughtful consideration for the well being of any
child with whom you are involved. 

"Some child sex is not offensive, and should not
in any way be punished."

'Angel of Love'
-----------------------------------------------------

  [ Sadly, I think the very way they phrased the question
    almost writes its own answer ;( ]



'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

Hello Everyone,

 I seen over the past months so many references to
Lolita. I'm confused. I don't see how we so often
align our selves with the charecter of Humbert
Humbert. He kidnaps Lo, lies to her about the fate of
her mother, holds her against her will, uses her for
sex, attempts to brainwash her into believing that he
is acting in her best interest. It only begins as a
romance. By the end of their relationship it was
completely one sided. Personally this is not the kind
of relationship I dream of having with a lg. I wonder
if some of the people who make reference to Humbert or
the novel have every really read the novel. 

 Thank you for sharing your views "braveheart". I once
believed as you do, but have since changed my views. I
find recently that the biblical references to
fornication are vague and our interpretation of the
word is more convienient than accurate as, I believe,
much of the rest of the bible and accounts of Jesus
are also. I might also point out that bible doesn't
make any mention of pedophilic sexual relations. So
while I would urge and use a great deal of caution for
many reasons in pursuing such a relationship, I would
not rule it out, at least for myself.

 I also been thinking recently about this idea of
"childhood". Is there anyone who, like me, sometimes
wonders if childhood as this seperate entity that
society makes to be really exists? Let me explain. I
think sometimes that childhood doesn't exist. I wonder
sometimes if children aren't just small adults without
the life experience of adults. 

 I read an article a couple of weeks ago in _Psychology
Today_ on "Childhood and Innocence". Did anyone else read
this article ? I was especially struck by the lengths
Michael Meadved goes to to shelter his children's
"innocence".

Gotta go, running out of time.

'Rasputin's Dog'
-------------------------------------------------------------




'Daveboy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Thanks for the report on how the fly-posting went, Sihme, 
shame about them gettin ripped down so quickly (Ianthe's 
suggestion of wallpaper paste would have slowed them down) 
but it's what we can expect so don't feel downhearted. The 
fact that you actually went out onto the streets and DID 
SOMETHING was the important thing. Ianthe also suggested 
a small 'self adhesive' sticker, this was something I 
toyed with last year.

I designed a 'logo' for PPDay on a cicular badge about 2.5 inches 
diameter, my plan was to have a handful of them and discretely 
press them onto objects as I walked past, but I had only just 
bought my printer and was having a problem trying to set it up, 
so the idea never made it to fruition, but I do like Ianthe's - 
'Minus 16 - cool!' (can I add - 'Minus 12 - even cooler!!')

--

Now it's MY turn to make you all jealous!!

What a great time I had at the centre this week. The 
sun has at last arrived over here so we were outside.
I was lucky enough to be soley in charge of a group of 
about ten 7-11 yo's ( mostly LG's )

They quickly decided that I should be prepared to entertain them 
for the 3 hour session with 'Piggy Back' and 'Shoulder' rides.
Suffice to say it was one of the most enjoyable sessions I 
have ever spent there, nothing naughty but just good clean 'lg' fun. 
They were fighting over who's turn was next for a shoulder ride,
the wheather was hot so short skirts and shorts had taken the
place of winter jeans, it was heaven nuzzling my cheeks into soft
LG inner thigh skin... ( where else could you possibly do this 
without getting arrested!)

One little 7 yo refused to get off and just clung on despite my 
(halfhearted!) efforts to remove her, she had slipped down and
was hanging on my back, kissing my neck...wow!!

As I've said before on here, anyone can do this., as long as
you behave yourself, and avoid any 'naughty' touching, there's 
plenty of cudling and inocent caresses available.

The most annoying and ironical part about it is when you have 
to stop THEM from going too far!!!  I can understand how EASY 
it is for things to go from innocent fun to 'jail time'...

--

'Moon-min' wrote:

>Greetings fellow list members!
>This is my first message. I plucked up courage to join the list at 
>last after quite a long time thinking about it. But now I'm here, 
>I'm quite overjoyed. It is refreshing to read such sincere and 
>candid messages on a subject which I can hardly mention normally. 
>ASGL is a wonderful example of freedom of speech! Long may it 
>grace netspace.
> <snip>

Welcome Moon-min, Thanks for Kitty's Story and consider yourself 
among friends. I'll second that last bit, in fact, I'll use my 
discription that I gave to another (now defunkt) site...
     
ASGL... 'An oasis in a desert of hopeless missunderstanding'

BTW... just a suggestion Ianthe, but is there any reason why we 
shouldn't add an approx age after our name, often I read someones 
post about them asking parents if they can form a relationship
with there lg, and wonder if this is an 18 yo guy or a 55 yo...

My advice to either would be somewhat different!

'Daveboy' (40's)
--------------------------------------------------------------



'A Girl Lover Out Of The Closet For Good' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

My fellow girl lovers,

     I have struggled with my feelings and desires for girls 
for years.  At first I thought that it was just a phase and 
that it would go away. When it didn't, I thought that it was 
just that I was under too much stress or that it was a way 
to escape committment with an adult woman and so I married, 
twice in fact.  When my desire to love and be with girls 
continued I tried hiring prostitutes and making them pretend 
to be girls, but found it very unsatisfying.  I have run and 
kept secret my true nature and feelings for girls now for 
decades with out acting on them for fear of shunning, 
imprisonment, financial and professional ruin.  After reading 
ASGL I was comforted and actually shocked to find that there 
were others, many in fact, who felt the same way I did.  

After following the papers and the ASGL posts for many months 
now I feel reborn, I am not the vile freak that society would 
think I was if they knew.  I am a perfectly normal man
with perfectly normal drives and desires.  I resolved to move 
to a place where I could live my life more openly and without 
shame.  I think I have found that place - I have communicated 
with other gls there and within a months' time I will be 
meeting to discuss matters. If we are successful perhaps 
together we can if not change societal norms, at least expand 
them a bit to include us.

Respectfully,

'A Girl Lover Out Of The Closet For Good'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Ex Astris'
----------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings all,

In response to Braveheart's last posting:

I would like to first say that I agree with what you had to say about 
sexual intercourse with a child. Children are simply not at a stage 
in their lives when they are fully aware of the ramifications of such 
acts. A few years ago I had a roommate who had three childeren. Two 
were girls ages 8 and 11 and the third was a boy aged 13. I was 19 at 
the time so he and I pretty got along like brothers. In the course of 
time that I lived in their home I did start to love the 11yr old, 'H.' 
She spent many and evening in my room reading with me. I tought her 
basic photographic composition and how to get her way around a 
computer. I spent a lot of time with all three kids, but she and I 
were especially close. On one occasion I will never forget I actually 
saw her naked, and it was purposful on her part. I had told her only a 
few days previous that I loved her very much and would be there for 
her as long it was in my power. 

One evening after dinner up in my room she was discussing her 
insecurities regarding her bodily development.

(I so relished being her prefered confidant. My heart still aches for 
that again) I don't remember the details of conversation, but after 
building up a lot of courage, she lowered her dress off her shoulders 
and dropped it to the floor (with no panties on) and asked me my 
opinion as regards to her development thus far. I was so nervous I 
couldn't talk for a few seconds, but I eventually mumbled something 
about her developing quite normally and not to worry. What told me 
that there was more to this incident than her self-image was that she 
asked me if I wanted to touch. I told her later that evening that she 
had the most beautiful body I had ever seen in my life, and that I 
wanted to touch but it would have been illegal. That boosted her 
confidence, and she bounced out on her way to bed. 

On several occasions she fell asleep in my arms on the couch 
downstairs while we were watching a late movie. But my point 
is, that despite all the enormous temptations and a few 
prime opportunities to be sexual with her WITH consent, I am 
glad now that I do not have the heavy conscience to bear of 
having taken advantage of her innocence. I will admit though 
that I still have dreams about that night she stripped.

Sweet dreams, space fans!

'Ex Astris'
----------------------------------------------------------------



Humour:
----------------------------------------------------------------

SkyNet transcript:

_POSTMODERNISM DENOUNCED AS HOAX!_

JENNY JONES:  Boy, we have a show for you today!  Recently, 
the University of Virginia philosopher Richard Rorty made 
the stunning declaration that nobody has "the foggiest 
idea" what postmodernism means.  "It would be nice to get 
rid of it," he said.  "It isn't exactly an idea; it's a 
word that pretends to stand for an idea."

This shocking admission that there is no such thing as 
postmodernism has produced a firestorm of protest around 
the country.  Thousands of authors, critics and graduate 
students who'd considered themselves postmodernists are 
outraged at the betrayal.

Today we have with us a writer - a recovering postmodernist - 
who believes that her literary career and personal life 
have been irreparably damaged by the theory, and who feels 
defrauded by the academics who promulgated it.  She wishes 
to remain anonymous, so we'll call her "Alie."

Alie, as an adolescent, before you began experimenting with 
postmodernism, you considered yourself - what?

Close shot of ALIE.

An electronic blob obscures her face.  Words appear at bottom 
of screen:

"Says he was traumatized and abused by postmodernism and 
blames academics."

ALIE (his voice electronically altered):  A high modernist.  
Y'know, Pound, Eliot, Georges Braque, Wallace Stevens, 
Arnold Schoenberg, Mies van der Rohe.  I had all of 
Schoenberg's 78's.

JENNY JONES:  And then you started reading people like 
Jean-Francois Lyotard and Jean Baudrillard - how did 
that change your feelings about your modernist heroes?

ALIE:  I suddenly felt that they were, like, stifling and 
canonical.

JENNY JONES:  Stifling and canonical? That is so sad, such 
a waste.  How old were you when you first read Fredric 
Jameson?

ALIE:  Nine, I think.

The AUDIENCE gasps.

JENNY JONES:  We have some pictures of young Alex...

We see snapshots of 13-year-old ALIE reading Gilles Deleuze 
and Felix Guattari's "Anti-Oedipus: Capitalism and 
Schizophrenia."  The AUDIENCE gasps and groans.

ALIE:  We used to go to a friend's house after school - 
y'know, his parents were never home - and we'd read, 
like, Paul Virilio and Julia Kristeva.

JENNY JONES:  So you're only 14, and you're already 
skeptical toward the "grand narratives" of modernity, you're 
questioning any belief system that claims universality or 
transcendence.  Why?

ALIE:  I guess - to be cool.

JENNY JONES:  So, peer pressure?

ALIE:  I guess.

JENNY JONES:  And do you remember how you felt the very 
first time you entertained the notion that you and 
your universe are constituted by language - that 
reality is a cultural construct, a "text" whose meaning 
is determined by infinite associations with other "texts"?

ALIE:  Uh, it felt, like, good. I wanted to do it again.

The AUDIENCE groans.

JENNY JONES:  You were arrested at about this time?

ALIE:  For spray-painting "The Hermeneutics of 
Indeterminacy" on an overpass.  I'd just read Virillo's 
'Total War'.

JENNY JONES:  You're the child of a mixed marriage - is 
that right?

ALIE:  My father was a de Stijl Wittgensteinian and my 
mom was a neo-pre-Raphaelite.

JENNY JONES:  Do you think that growing up in a mixed 
marriage made you more vulnerable to the siren song of 
postmodernism?

ALIE:  Absolutely. It's hard when you're a little kid 
not to be able to just come right out and say (sniffles), 
y'know, I'm an Imagist or I'm a phenomenologist or I'm 
a post-painterly abstractionist.  It's really hard
- especially around the holidays. (She cries.)

JENNY JONES:  I hear you.  Was your lover a postmodernist?

ALIE:  Yes. He was raised avant-feminist, which is a 
fundamentalist offshoot of postmodernism.

JENNY JONES:  How did he react to Rorty's admission that 
postmodernism was essentially a hoax?

ALIE:  He was devastated. I mean, he's got all the 
Julia Kristeva tapes and the entire Clit Lit series. 
He was crushed.

We see ALIE'S HUSBAND in the audience, weeping softly, his
hands covering his face.

JENNY JONES:  And you were raising your daughter as a 
postmodernist?

ALIE:  Of course.  That's what makes this particularly tragic.  
I mean, how do you explain to a 7-year-old that self-consciously 
recycling cultural detritus is suddenly no longer a valid art 
form when, for her entire life, she's been taught that it is?

JENNY JONES:  Tell us how you think postmodernism affected 
your career as a novelist.

ALIE:  I disavowed writing that contained real ideas or any 
real passion. My work became disjunctive, facetious and 
nihilistic.  It was all blank parody, irony enveloped in more 
irony.  It merely recapitulated the pernicious banality of 
television and advertising.  I found myself indiscriminately
incorporating any and all kinds of pop kitsch and shlock.  
Even... talkshow tapes.  (She chokes and begins to weep again.)

JENNY JONES:  And this spilled over into your personal life?

ALIE:  It was impossible for me to experience life with any 
emotional intensity. I couldn't control the irony anymore. I 
perceived my own feelings as if they were in quotes.  I 
italicized everything and everyone. It became impossible for 
me to appraise the quality of anything.  To me everything was 
equivalent - the Brandenburg Concertos and the Lysol jingle
had the same value...  (She breaks down, sobbing.)

JENNY JONES:  Now, you're involved in a lawsuit, aren't you?

ALIE:  Yes.  I'm suing the Modern Language Association
for thought abuse, Jenny.

JENNY JONES:  How confident are you about winning?

ALIE:  We need to prove that, while they were actively 
propounding it, academics knew all along that postmodernism 
was a specious theory.  If we can unearth some intradepartmental 
memos - y'know, a paper trail - any corroboration that they 
knew postmodernism was worthless cant at the same time they 
were teaching it in a ritual manner, then I think we have an 
excellent shot at establishing liability.

JENNY JONES wades into audience and proffers microphone to a 
teen.

TEEN GIRL (with lateral head-bobbing):  It's ironic that Barry 
Scheck is representing the M.L.A. in this litigation because 
Scheck is the postmodern attorney par excellence.  This is 
the guy who's made a career of volatilizing truth in the 
simulacrum of exculpation!

VOICE FROM AUDIENCE: You go, girl!

TEEN GIRL:  Scheck is the guy who came up with the 
quintessentially postmodern re-bleed defense for O.J., which 
claims that O.J. merely vigorously shook Ron and Nicole, 
thereby re-aggravating pre-existing knife wounds.  I'd just 
like to say to any client of Barry Scheck - lose that 
zero and get a hero!

The AUDIENCE cheers wildly.

TEEN GIRL:  Uh, I forgot my question.

Dissolve to message on screen:  If you believe that 
mathematician Andrew Wiles' proof of Fermat's last theorem 
has caused you or a member of your family to fondle each 
other too provocatively, call (800) 555-9455.

Dissolve back to studio.  In the audience, JENNY JONES 
extends the microphone to a man in his mid-30's with a 
scruffy beard and a bandana around his head.

MAN WITH BANDANA:  I'd like to say that this "Alex" is the 
single worst example of pointless irony in American 
literature, and this whole heartfelt renunciation of 
postmodernism is a ploy - it's just more irony.

The AUDIENCE whistles and hoots.

ALIE:  You think this is a ploy?! (He tears futilely at 
the electronic blob.)  This is my face!

The AUDIENCE recoils in horror.

ALIE:  This is what can happen to people who naively embrace 
postmodernism, to people who believe that the individual - 
the autonomous, individualist subject - is dead. They become 
a palimpsest of media pastiche - a mask of metastatic irony.

JENNY JONES (biting lip and shaking her head):  That is so 
sad. Alex - final words?

ALIE:  I'd just like to say that self-consciousness and irony 
seem like fun at first, but they can destroy your life. I 
know.  You gotta be earnest, be real.  Real feelings are 
important.  Objective reality does exist.

AUDIENCE members whoop, stomp and pump fists in the air.

JENNY JONES:  I'd like to thank Alex for having the courage to 
come on today and share his experience with us.

Join us for tomorrow's show, "The End of Manichean, Bipolar 
Geopolitics Turned My Preteen Girlfriend Into an Insatiable 
Sex Freak (and I Love It).
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